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OUSTER THROUGH BILL IN EQUITY OR 
INFORMATION BY ATTORNEY GEN- 
ERAL. 





It may be we are mistaken, but it seems 
to us that Mr. Justice Holmes would have 
done better to have pronounced the con- 
tention, that corporations are denied the 
equal protection of the laws under the 
Fourteenth Amendment in a proceeding by 
bill in equity for violating state law, mere- 
ly frivolous, than to have discussed and de- 
nied it in the way he did in the recent case 
of Standard Oil Co. of Kentucky v. Ten- 
nessee, 30 Sup. Ct. 543. 

The learned justice, who was with the 
minority (and then on the right side as it 
seemed to us) in W. U. Tel. Co. v. Kansas, 
216 U.S. 1, 70 Cent. L. J. 291, proceeds 
in this later opinion like one who is “walk- 
ing on eggs,” and as if he were trying to 
put down some words merely by way of 
preamble for a conclusion to which there 
was no dissent. 

And yet it looks to us as if there was 
call for a salutary principle and possibly 
a psychological moment for its announce- 
ment. 

Here is the way the learned judge speaks 
of the argument advanced that the cor- 
poration should have been convicted by 
a jury upon proof beyond a reasonable 
doubt before there could be any judgment 
of ouster,. because thus individuals must 
be proceeded against before any conse- 
quence can attach to the commission of a 
criminal offense. : 

“The foregoing argument is one of the 
many attempts to construe the Fourteenth 
Amendment as introducing a _factitious 
equality without regard to practical differ- 
ences that are best met by corresponding 
differences of treatment. The law of Ten- 
nessee sees fit to seek to prevent a certain 
kind of conduct, ‘To prevent it the threat of 
fine and imprisonment is likely to be efficient 





for men, while the latter is impossible and 
the former less serious to corporations. On 
the other hand, the threat of extinction or 
ouster is not monstrous, and yet is likely 
to achieve the result with corporations, 
while it would be extravagant as applied 
to men. Hence, this difference is admit- 
ted to be justifiable. But the admission 
goes far to destroy the argument that is 
made. For if a fundamental distinction 
may be made in the evils that different 
delinquents are forced to suffer, surely the 
less important and ancient distinction be- 
tween the modes of establishing the de- 
linquency, according to the nature of the 
evil inflicted, even more easily may be 
justified. The supreme court of the state 
says that the present proceeding is of a civil 
nature; but assuming that nevertheless it 
ends in punishment, there is nothing novel 
or unusual about it. We are of opinion 
that subjection to it, with its concomitant 
advantages and disadvantages, is ‘not an 
inequality of which the plaintiff in error 
can complain, although natural persons 
are given the benefit of the rules to which 
we have referred before incurring the pos- 
sible sentence to prison, which the plain- 
tiff in error escapes.” 

How easy it would have been to deny 
unequivocally, that it is true that an indi- 
vidual must be convicted upon indictment 
and presentment by a jury of his peers 
before he can .be made to suffer for nis 
criminal misdeeds. A public official may 
be removed after he is shown in other ways 
than by trial upon indictment to have been 
guilty of crime. An attorney at law may 
be disbarred by showing otherwise than 
by trial before a jury that he deserves to 
be, because there is evidence of his com- 
mitting a crime. 

The learned justice, whose tenure of 
life-office is qualified by his being of “good 
behavior,” could not: demand a jury of 
twelve men to try an accusation that he 
was not, whatever might be the alleged 
quality of his lapse therefrom. And, if a 
guardian, executor or other trustee abuses 
his trust, his malversation in a criminal 
way does not have to be established by. 
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prosecution on the criminal side of the 
court to justify his removal. 

But we are not required to consider an 
individual in his relative character of trust 
or confidence reposed to prove, that to do 
anything else than fine or imprison him, no 
trial by jury is demandable, A continuing 
. trespass, that may amount to a misdemea- 

nor may be enjoined in equity, and a public 
officer may enjoin or abate a public nuis- 
ance without first presenting or indicting 
or trying by jury. Reference to statutes 
on the subject of intoxicating liquors may 
supply all the illustration this statement 
needs. 

What is ouster of a foreign corporation 
but a kind of permanent injunction against 
the maintenance of what public policy has, 
in effect, declared to be a nuisance? When 
a visitor of this sort has established a 
course of trade-dealing, which is at war 
with a state’s view of its domestic econo- 
my, its bad manners, so to speak, may 
merely lend. intensity to the offensiveness 
of the nuisance it has committed, but it 
can be enjoined or abated, independently 
of that. 

But a foreign corporation occupies a 
relative position, which by the course of de- 
cision has a widening vista in such deci- 
sions as the telegraph case supra and In- 
ternational Text Book Co. v. Pigg, 217 U. 
S. ot. Yet it is something of a visitor, 
from whom the state may withdraw its 
hospitality. 

3ut even, if that become an antiquated 
conception, a state may not have to be so 
excessively considerate of corporations, 
foreign and domestic, all being indistin- 
guishable except in a marathon to a fed- 
eral court, that it must permit them to be 
injunction-proof in the maintenance of a 
-course of conduct, which sets at naught a 
state’s public- policy. 

There is supposed to be in legal concep- 
tion the establishment of a condition for. 
which a defendant may be held responsi- 
ble. If specific penal offenses create it, it 
seems absurd to say that they, being evi- 





_dentiary facts in the proposition, must be | 


proven beyond a reasonable doubt, or be- 
fore a jury on indictment. 
Judge Holmes’ words are not the sort 


_which help us to retain our grasp on fun- 


On the contrary, they 
are more suggestive of a non-reliance on 
such principles, than inspiring confidence 
in what is said. 

- We would prefer to have been told, 
that the right of ouster may be established, 
as it was established, not because it was 
necessary to treat a corporation differently 
from an individual, but because this was a 
legal way to abate a nuisance by whomso- 
ever committed. There was simply a ques- 
tion of mculding process to carry a judg- 
ment into effect. You expel a corporation ; 
you tie the hand of an individual, but you 
proceed to judgment against both in the 
same way. 


damental principles. 








NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS 


ACCIDENT INSURANCE—INJURIES FROM 
CONTACT WITH POISONOUS SUB- 
STANCES.—The sway of the principle that in 
insurance contracts construction will be in 
favor of the insured, has, according to the 
Iowa Supreme Court, emphasis given to it by 
the English language. Simpkins v. Hawkeye 
Com. M. Assn., 126 N. W. 192. 

That court added to its allusion that: “There 
is such a fortunate, if not providential, flexi- 
bility and richness of meaning in words of the 
English language that the courts are not often 
seriously embarrassed in minimizing, if not 
wholly neutralizing, any apparent injustice 
of this (the one considered) nature.” What- 
ever its “flexibility and richness,’ an insurance 
company might not think the court here spoke 
very ambiguously. 

The particular “injustice” the court was 
considering was the claimed result of an un- 
dertaker, who accidentally cut his finger, and 
was poisoned by embalming fluid, falling with- 
in an exception of “contact with poisonous 
substances.” 

It was said to be the theory-that “where 
death has resulted from blood poisoning fol- 
lowing a wound, the theory is that death is in 
a legal sense the result of the wound, and the 
infection of such wound is a mere incident 
to the original injury.” But how the mere 
progress of a wound in virulence, generating 
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poison as it progresses, is like this kind of 
case, we are unable to see. If one touches 
embalming fluid with his finger, ordinarily, he 
does not come in contact with a poisonous 
substance, because as he touches it it is not 
poisonous. If he touched it with his tongue 
it might be a “poisonous substance,” be- 
cause such contact affects him poisonously. 
Why is it not the same with a slit finger? 

The opinion cites a number of cases along 
the line stated, but do they apply? Take the 
illustration of touching what is called “poison 
oak.” Shall it be said if one has no abrasion 
on his skin he cannot recover, but if he has, he 
may, because the abrasion is the origin of his 
injury? 2 


If disease from a mosquito bite was except: ° 


ed, could it be said, but the bite would have 
caused no injury, if it had not been on an 
existing sore? We think the court needed 
something more than a luxuriant language to 
save the insurance in question. 





APPEAL AND ERROR—LAW OF THE 
CASE ON SUBSEQUENT APPEALS.—The 
principle, that the law of a case as decided on 
first appeal is the law of the case on subse- 
quent appeals, has been stated over and again. 
But whether such a doctrine is essentially true 
in principle, or courts feel merely justified in 
applying it so as to-refuse to reexamine a 
former holding, may well be doubted. 

A late case by the Wisconsin Supreme Court 
has said it would*even apply as to the con- 
stitutionality of a statute upon which a right 
of action depended. Kiley v. Chicago, M. & 
St. P. R. Co., 125 N. W. 464. But in that case 
the court did re-examine, for incidental reasons, 
the question and arrived at the same conclu- 
sion as before, by force, possibly of a sort of 


habit, which might be “more honored in the. 


breach than the observance,” of traveling over 
the same ground again. In a Massachusetts 
case a considerable number of cases of that 
jurisdiction and one federal supreme _ court 
case is cited to the proposition that: “It is 
not the practice of the -full court to rehear 
parties upon questions which have once been 
argued and decided, or to hear them upon ques- 
tions of law which have been waived or aban- 
doned at a former hearing; but it in its discre- 
tion may do so.” Bar Assn. of Boston v. 
Casey, 90 N. E. 584. 

As further showing how unstable the state- 
ment first above made is deemed as an absolute 
principle the case of Coal Co. v. Quinn, 105 Pac. 
1101, decided by the Colorado Supreme Court, 
is pertinent. There it was held, that though 
a decision by the (Colorado) court of appeals 
is the law of the case on a subsequent trial, 





it is not so for the supreme court on a subse- 
quent appeal. Why not, pray? If one is at 
the end of his row before the case goes back 
to be retried, why should the accident of a 


.second appeal going to another court change 


the matter? ‘ 

It is more logical to say here is just a fair 
excuse for a court not re-examining a question, 
because where a party’s status is not changed 
pending litigation the court in final disposition 
should apply what it believes to be the law of 
the case: Appellate courts are not constituted 
merely to decide causes. They are to create 
precedents for others. A particular litigant is 
no more than a pawn on the chessboard of pub- 
lic interest. He should be moved about in 
subordination to that interest. 








“THEORY OF THE CASE”—WRECK- 
ER OF LAW.* 
IV. 





The structure of the law has been de- 
stroyed in the opinion of many prominent 
jurists. We are now contemplating the 
wreckage. Naturally in casting about for 
means of restoring the ruined edifice, we 
are all solicitous to know what it is that 
has produced a condition of the law which 
is described by one eminent lawyer as “‘ap- 
palling.’’* 

If the cause of our deplorable condition 
can be distinctly pointed out, so that the 
whole profession may recognize it, is it not 
apparent that we will, then and then only, 
be ready to begin the restatement of the 
law‘ and the preparation of the lawyer for 
higher duties than those of a case-hunting 
drudge? 

To effectuate this reform, the stumbling 
blocks must be removed. It is therefore in 
order to point out these stumbling blocks, 
with a view to their elimination from our 
future decisions and texts, 

Is there not the greatest danger, nay, 


(1) For three former articles, see 70 Cent. 
L. J., 294-296; 311-314; 402-407. 

(2) Greenbag, February, 1910. 

(3) 34 Am. Bar Ass’n 787, address of Frank- 
lin M. Danaher; William R. Hornblower, p. 99 
Greenbag, supra. 

(4) See title page, Wigmore’s Code of Evi- 
dence (1910). 
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even the greatest certainty, that if the legal 
structure is rebuilt (necessarily out of the 
remains of the first institution) the defec- 
tive materials which caused the present 
havoc will, unless the greatest care is exer- 
cised, be re-incorporated in our juridical 
edifice? 


It therefore behooves us to go slow. It 


behooves us to point out and distinguish . 


from the mass of our building material, the 
defective stuff which if used again, will 
bring upon us a repetition of our grief and 
humiliation. Admitting the fact of the 
existence of the wreckage of the law, .as 
we must, and that the profession has been 
led into error by someone, we would natur- 
ally expect, a priori, to find that the mis- 
leading has been done by some supposedly 
high authority. Otherwise, we certainly 
would never have consented, blindly and 
passively, to follow in his footsteps, to our 
destruction. This a priori reasoning must 
be the explanation (and the excuse, should 
one prove necessary) for this present criti- 
cism of such eminent names as Chitty, Ste- 
phen and Gould, who have led the way for 
a century and the results of whose teach- 
ings are now before us. 

Procedure is one of the most, if not the 
most, important subject of the law. Un- 
fortunately it has also been one of the most 
abused and neglected. Knowledge of pro- 
cedure necessitates knowledge of the whole 
law; and, e converso the “substantive” 
branches of the law cannot be understood 
without a knowledge of Procedure. Yet 
we have become inoculated with the idea 


that the law can be partitioned and studied’ 


in individualized branches, while the very 
process has permitted its life forces to es- 
cape us. We are taught by learned au- 
thors that procedure is a local, statutory 
affair; that there are no fundamental, im- 
mutable principles in procedure; that the 
student need but learn the main body of 
principles of the “substantive” law, and 
procedure will take care of itself. 

These writers are correct: Procedure 
has taken care of itself. It has asserted it- 
self and demonstrated its position by 


| profoundly influences 





wrecking the house built in ignorance of its 
fundamental laws. We have ignored it, 
and its vengeance is upon us. We have 
“eliminated technicalities” with just about 
the same success that would attend an ar- 
chitect’s effort to “eliminate” solid ground 
under his structure. We have heard of the 
house that was builded on the sand. 

In the three previous articles of this 
series, the operation has been shown both 
in “substantive” and “adjective” law, of 
some of the principles of Procedure. These 
articles are “hereby made a part hereof” 
to help carry the argument.’ Further il- 
lustrations of procedure operating in con- 
tract, tort, crime and equity, will be given 
in subsequent papers. For the present, the 
reader is asked to assume that Procedure 
“substantive” law. 
Particularly is this true of that part of Pro- 
cedure we call pleading. 

If so, then works like Chitty, Stephen 
and Gould on Pleading, studied and fol- 
lowed as they have been for a century, by 
student, lawyer, author and judge, must 
have profoundly affected the whole body 
of the law. 

And yet these works show that their au- 
thors did not understand the fundamental 
rules of Procedure. They nowhere cite 
these rules. They do not show that the 
maxim De non apparentibus et non ex- 
istentibus eadem est ratio (what is not ju- 
ridically presented cannot be judicially .de- 
cided) lies at the base of pleading. They 
do not see the state in pleading, but regard 
the matter as one entirely between the par- 
ties. Acording to these authors, pleadings 
are only to apprise the opposite party, or 
the court, of the issues. Out of such a 
conception of the function of pleadings and 
of the interests of the public, has grown 
the idea that, if only the parties consent, 
pleadings may be waived in order to en- 
able the contestants “to get at the merits.” 

Such views of pleadings are being en- 


(5) See note 1 for references to previous 
arguments. 


(6) 2 Hughes Gr. & Rud. 
(7) Thompson on Trials. 
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couraged among us to-day by senseless and 
harmful attacks upon public policy as a 
ground and rudiment of law. These per- 
nicious arguments pervade the air and are 
gratuitously scattered among _ students. 
Justinian protected his students from com- 
mercialism and quackery. 

The interactions between res adjudicata 
and collateral attack, on the one hand, with 
pleadings on the other, growing out of 
the fact that the same principles underlie 
both, are nowhere suggested in these texts, 
as tests of correct pleading, by either Ste- 
phen, Chitty or Gould. Certainly the 
courts and authors of this generation have 
not understood them as asserting any such 
tests. Yet it is clear that the interests of 
the public demand the statement of “a 
cause of action,” not merely to apprise the 
defendant, or the court, but that on col- 
lateral attack, it may be determined what, 
if anything, was litigated. If so, how can 
pleadings be waived, as is now contended 
by the editors of these works ?$ 

Indeed, Chitty himself expressly states 
that a reply may be waived; and this has 
misled others and encouraged them to ad- 
vocate the “theory of the case.” 

The writer is unable to pick out of Ste- 
phens a good definition of pleadings—one 
that will cover their whole scope and pur- 
pose, of investing the court with jurisdic- 
tion; of limiting issues and narrewing 
proofs; and of conserving the interests of 
the state by establishing a record from 
which all may know what was decided.® 

If this be denied, we appeal to the ir- 
reconcilable decisions in Missouri, New 
York, Illinois and all the “Theory of the 
case” states. These states have piled up 
mountains of cases on what can and what 
cannot be waived, in order to allow the 
parties to have their fight’® before the court 
unrestrained by the state’s record. 

Origin of the “Theory of the Case.”—It 
would seem that this whole discussion, and 
the erroneous views of waiver that have 


(8) Andrews’ 
Ed.) 


(9) 4 Gr. & Rud, p. 939, tit. Pleadings. 


Steph. Pl. Sec. 230: cases (2 





developed out. of it, took rise in a note of 
Serjeant Williams to the case of Stennel 
v. Hogg," which reads as follows: 

“With respect to the former (imperfections 
in the pleadings which are cured at common 
law by verdict) case, it is to be observed that 
where there is any defect, imperfection or 
omission in any pleading, whether in substance 
or form, which would have been a fatal ob- 
jection upon demurrer, yet if the issue joined 
be such as necessarily required on the trial 
proof of the facts so defectively or imperfectly 
stated, or omitted, and without which it is not 
to be presumed that either the judge would 
direct the jury to give, or the jury would have 
given, the verdict, such defect, imperfection 
or omission is cured by the verdict by the com- 
mon law.” 

On close reading, the ambiguity and con- 
tradiction in this statement will appear. 
Serj. Williams, in effect says that defects 
of substance, fatal upon demurrer, are 
cured by verdict. This, of course, is abso- 
lutely contrary to the cases of Rushton v. 
Aspinall,’* by Lord Mansfield, and Jackson 
v. Pesked,* by Lord Ellenborough, both 
of which Serj. Williams ‘cites in his note. 
It has been held in a great number of cases 
that it is beyond the power of-a legislature 
to make a good cause of action out of one 
fatally bad. Neither can there be any 
question but that a single defect of sub- 
stance fatal on demurrer, makes a pleading 
fatally bad. It appears expressly by the 
above language that Serjeant Williams did 
not have in mind merely the imperfect 
statement of matter of substance. This 
would be merely matter of form, and 
would be curable. He extends the cure to 
matters of qgubstance “omitted.” Illinois 
has been led into error by this quotation 
and mischievous decisions have followed.’ 

Later in the note Serj. Saunders takes 
this turn: “But still, if the plaintiff either 
states a defective title, or totally omits to 
state any title or cause of action, a verdict 


(10) See “Theory of the Case,” 4 Gr. & Rud. 

(11) 1 Wms. Saunders, 228, n, 85 English Re- 
print 244, n. 248. 

(12) Smith’s Lead. Cas., 8th Ed., 
Hughes’ Gr. & Rud. 5. 

(13) 2 Maule & S. 284, quoted by Chitty ane 
Stephen, 85 Eng. Reprint, 248. 

(14) Chicago R. R. v. Hines, 132 Ill. 161, 166. 
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will not cure such defect, either by the 
common law or by the statutes of jeofails.” 

Can the reader reconcile these two state- 
ments? According to the last quotation 
“if the plaintiff states a defective title” 
(apparently a formal defect would be in- 
cluded) it is fatal! Of course, Serj. Will- 
iams does not mean this, But look at what 
he says. 

Then,—a more serious matter, 
ing to the first quotation, the omission of 
matter of substance, making a defect “fatal 
on demurrer,” is cured. Now, if a single 
fact which is matter of substance, be omit- 
ted, the defect is fatal.’* There would 
then be, necessarily, a total failure of a 
cause of action, and this is cured, accord- 
ing to quotation No, 1. Yet acording to 
quotation No. 2, it is fatal. 

Then comes Stephens. He first quotes 

approvingly the language of Lord Ellen- 
borough in Jackson v. Pesked (S. P. in 
Rushton v. Aspinall), as follows: 





accord- 


“Where a matter is so essentially necessary 
to be proved that had it not been given in 
evidence the jury could not have given such a 
verdict, there the want of stating that matter 
in express terms in a declaration, provided it 
contains terms sufficiently general to appre- 
hend it in fair and reasonable intendment, will 
be cured by a verdict.” 

This language of Lord Ellenborough ex- 
presses the correct dectrine, and the ex- 
treme limits of the doctrine of aider by 
verdict. But Stephens then immediately 
goes on with this remarkable statement: 

“In entire accordance with this are the ob- 
servations of Mr. Serjeant Williams: ‘Where 
there is any defect, imperfection or omission in 
any pleading, whether in substance or form, 
which would have been a fatal objection upon 
demurrer, yet if the issue joined be such as 
necessarily required, on the trial, proof of the 
fact so defective or imperfectly stated or omit- 
ted, and without which it is not to be presumed 
that either the judge would direct the jury to 
give, or the jury would have given, the verdict, 
such defect, imperfection or omission is cured 
by the verdict.” ~° . 

Query: Is Serjeant Williams’ languag 


(15) Rushton v. Aspinall; Jackson v. Pesked, 
supra. Sto. Eq. Pl. sec. 10; U. S. v. Cruikshank, 
L. C. 282, 3 Gr. & Rud.; Slacum v. Pomery, 4 
Gr. & Rud. 





“in entire accordance” with Lord Ellenbor- 
ough’s? We leave the profession to judge. 

Does not the introduction of the word 
“substance” in Serjeant Williams’ state- 
ment make a line of impassable difference 
between his statement and that of Lord 
Ellenborough? Do not the words “fatal 
objection upon demurrer” also mark an 
impassable line ? 

3room says that defects of substance 
cannot be waived,’® and so do Story, Mar- 
shall and Kent. 

Do not these facts indicate a line of 
fundamental difference between two classes 
of writers, in one of which is included Ste- 


phens, Chitty, Gould and Thompson, and. 


in the other of which is included Lord 
Mansfield, Lord Ellenborough, Story, Kent, 
Shaw, Broom and Marshall? If they do, 
who have the profession been following? 

Bliss is perhaps by general acknowledg- 
ment our best writer on code pleading. In 
Section 141 he lays it down that the stu- 
dent of the code must be familiar with the 
common law and equity systems of pleading. 
“If not, he is groping in the dark and much 
that is important will escape his appre- 
hension.” 

Admitting this to be true, suppose the 
student applies to Stephens, Chitty or 
Gould for this needed information, and 
meets the facts we have outlined above, 
will he get the light he seeks? Can the 
student from the authors last named learn 
the fundamentals of procedure? 

On the other hand, suppose the student 
takes up Story’s Equity Pleadings and 
reads in Section 10 the following: 

“But whatever may be the object of the bill, 


the first and fundamental rule which is always 


indispensable to be observed, is that it must 
state a case within the appropriate jurisdic- 
tion of a court of equity. If it fails in this 
respect, the error is fatal in every stage of the 
cause, and can never be cured by any waiver 
or course of proceeding by the parties; for 
consent cannot confer a jurisdiction not vested 
by law. And, although many errors and ir- 
regularities may be waived by the parties, or 
be cured, by not being objected to, the court 
itself cannot act except upon its own intrinsic 


(16) Bro. Max., 136-137; 181-182 (8th Ed.) 
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authority in matters of jurisdiction; and every 
excess will amount to a usurpation, which will 
make its decretal orders a nullity, or infect 
them with a ruinous infirmity.” 

Here we find the true rule. A statement 
of a cause of action—implying, as it does, 
a pleading—is juridical, Without it the 
proceeding is coram non judice. It is this 
statement of a cause of action that vests 
the court with intrinsic authority to pro- 
ceed. 

As Judge Lamm well said, in the case of 
State ex rel. Muench,” after contrasting 
the older common law with its more devel- 
oped form: 

“But in modern jurisprudence a court re- 
mains passive until issues are framed in ac: 
cordance with written law and their judgments 
must respond to such issues. A judgment is ‘the 
sentence of the law upon the record.’ It is 
the application of the law to the facts and 
pleadings. Any other view (i. e., Theory of 
the case) would be illogical and tend to con- 
fusion and chaos in the administration of jus- 
tice. Black v. Early, 208 Mo. 1. c. 313, and 
cases cited. Speaking to the point, we quote 
with approval from a sound authority: “The 
judicial power can te set in motion in civil 
matters only by some person—using the word 


in its broadest sense—in a case against another. 


person. The courts cannot, ex mero motu, set 
themselves in motion, nor have they power to 
decide questions except such as are presented 
by the parties in their pleadings. The parties 
by their attorneys make the record, and what 
is decided within the issue is res adjudicata; 
anything beyond is- coram non judice and 
void.’ Andrews’ Stephen’s Pleading (2d Ed.), 
p. 34; see, also, Reynolds v. Stockton, 140 U. S. 
254,’'18 


This is undoubtedly the law, and the 
standpoint of res adjudicata is well intro- 
duced in the quotation. The sub-quotation 
is not from Stephens, however, but is from 
the introductory chapter of the editor. 
Judge Lamm also cites the great Leading 
Case of Munday v. Vail, 34 N. J. Law, 
422; 

Suppose the student goes sliKewise to 
Mansfield, Ellenborough, Kent, Marshall 
or Shaw, and finds that they are in en- 
tire accordance with the above quotations 


217 Mo. 137. 
I. C: 79a, 3 Gr. & Rud. 
L. C. 79, 3 Gr. & Rud. 


(17) 
(18) 
(19) 





from Story and Lamm, will he not from 
these writers learn the true doctrines of 
the common law respecting pleading? 
Cannot the student work out for himself 
irom Story’s Section 10 the position that 
defects subject to the general demurrer are 
never waived; that the general demurrer, 
whether under that name or under the 
name of motion in arrest, non obstante 
veredicto, order of repleader, res adjudi- 
cata or collateral attack, goes through the 
whole record and attaches to the first fault; 
that the statute of jeofails cannot and does. 
not cure “omitted matter of substance, fa- 
tal on demurrer.” 

Supposing the. student was thoroughly 
taught Rushton y. Aspinall,?4 Dovaston v. 
Payne,?* Jackson v. Pesked,** and Windsor 
v. McVeigh,** what work on common law 
pleadings would be equal to this instruc- 
tion ? 

If the reader desires to ascertain the 
condition of the students of our law 
schools upon the questions above discussed, 
let him but catechise them. Here is about 
the way the conversation will go: Q. What 
work on pleading did you study? A. Ste- 


phens. Q. Were you taught it thorough- 
ly? A. Yes, we learned it nearly by 
heart. Q. Do you remember what Ste- 


phen said about Jackson v. Pesked, and the 
quotation he made from it? A. No, sir. 
Q. Do you remember the quotation from 
Serjeant ‘Williams in Stephens’? A. No, 
sir. Q. Then you don’t know whether 
these quotations are diametrically opposed 
or not? A. No, I do not. Q. Do you 
remember Stephens’ rule that the demur- 
rer searches the entire record and attaches 
to the first fault? A. Yes, I have heard 
of it. Q. Do you also remember what 
he said about aider by pleading over, by 
verdict and the statute of jeofails? A, 
Yes, he said something about it. Q. Now, 
would it be possible to plead the general 
demurrer to a case where there was any 


(20) L. C. 5, 3rd Gr. & Rud. 
(21) . C. 135 id. 
(22) Cc. 217 id. 
(23) C. 232a id. : 
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one of these three kinds of aiders? Would 


it be possible to do it? A. I don’t know. 


Q. Do you remember the three kinds of 
aider advocated by Chitty, Stephens and 
Gould? A. No, I do not. Q. Do you 
know anything about Coke’s three degrees 
of certainty? A. No, sir. 


Further questioning might reveal a still 
greater lack of acquaintance with import- 
ant principles. 


Q. Suppose a matter of substance is 
omitted from the statement of a cause of 
action. The case goes to verdict. Does 
the rule, that the general demurrer searches 
the whole record and attaches to the first 
fault still apply, or does the rule of aider 
by verdict apply? A. I don’t know. Q. 
Was your attention called to the question 
at school whether there is anything incon- 
sistent between Stephens’ two statements 
first, that matter of substance omitted from 
- a declaration, which would be a fatal ob- 
jection on demurrer, is cured by verdict; 
and, second, that where there is a failure 
to state a cause of action, the failure is not 
cured by verdict? A. No, sir. Q. Do 
you understand that the code system of 
pleading is fundamentally different from 
that of the common law and equity? A. 
Yes, sir. Q. Don’t you know that the 
fundamental principles applicable to all 
systems of pleading can be picked out of 
Section 10 of Story’s Equity Pleading? A. 
No, sir, I never read that section. Q. Do 
you know that Bliss on Equity Pleading 
says that to understand the principles of a 
code the student must understand the prin- 
ciples of common law pleading? A. No, 
sir. Q. Does not that statement indi- 
cate to you that the principles of the two 
systems are the same? A. Yes, sir, it 
does. . 


We leave it to the reader to judge wheth- 
er a student graduating in this condition 
has been grounded in the fundamental 
principles of procedure. 


The main difficulty about these proced- 
ural troubles is that we have become in- 
volved in unending discussions about triv- 





ialities, and in the confusion, have forgot- 
ten the fundamentals. 

Take Serjeant Williams’ “learned” note 
as an example. What a prolific source of 
error it has proved. The note is an at- 
tempt to mark a line of distinction be- 
tween defects that are cured after verdict 
by the common law and defects that are 
cured after verdict by the statute of jeo- 
fails. What the difference amounts to, he 
does not state, but merely says there is a 
difference. There may have been, and may 
not. “We are told on good authority that 
there is- no difference; that the statute of 
jeofails “is only a declaration of the com- 
mon law.’’® 

But that is not the point. The point is 
that in making this distinction, Serj. Will- 
iams totally overlooked the harm he might 
do to jurisprudence.*® He made an open- 
ing for the “Theory of the Case” doctrine, 
in countenancing the possibility of curing 
a fatally defective pleading—a nullity. He 
did not understand the maxim, Debile fun- 
damentum, fallit opus (where the founda- 
tion fails, the whole superstructure falls) .?7 
He did not know that maxim as a rule of 
pleading. He did not know its cognate 
maxim, De non apparentibus, etc. (what is 
not juridically presented cannot be judicial- 
ly decided) as a rule of pleading. 

He did not understand the effect of put- 
ting in those words “substance” and “fatal 
objection on demurrer.” He made a mis- 
take and it has done incalculable harm. The 
theory of the law was disarranged ; its har- 
mony was broken. The error spread 
through its entire structure; and has been 
taken up and approved by the writers above 
named and by others equally popular, until 
now it is solemnly laid down as law, “too 
well settled to be shaken,” that one man 
can take the property of his fellow without 
ever setting up a cause of action against 
him. If such be the law, what becomes of: 
our boasted “due process of law”; what 


(25) Bliss, Code Pl., Sec. 442; Welch v. Bryan, 
28 Mo. 30; Frazer v. Roberts, 32 Mo. 457. 


(26) Uno absurdo dato infinita sequntur. 4 
Gr. & R. 1084. 


(27) 2 Gr. & Rud. 477. 
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becomes of “substantive” rights, when they 
can thus be subverted by a rule of pro- 
cedure? Can a lawyer be a leading lawyer, 
or, indeed, a lesser one, and understand 
these matters, and remain silent? 

There is a way out, and one way only— 
a knowledge of the fundamental principles 
of Procedure. “The study of Procedure is 
a study of Government.” It is susceptibte 
of demonstration that the principles of the 
law are few; that they can be arranged in 
order and stated in black on white, in small 
compass. The law in that sense is a little 
thing. It is a beautiful harmony of prin- 
ciple, but capable of being distorted into an 
unsightly wreckage of cases. 

Let us study its immutable principles, 
and learn again to reason from them, using 
the great leading cases as beacon lights. 
Some suggestions along this line will prob- 
ably be offered later. 

Epwarp D’Arcy. 

St. Louis, Mo. 








INFANCY—ESTOPPEL TO PLEAD. 





GRAUMAN, MARX & CLINE CO. v. KRIE- 
NITZ. 





Supreme Court of Wisconsin, April 26, 1910. 





The rule that an infant may bind himself 
by his actual fraud, but not by mere conduct 
or silence when he ought to speak, is an excep- 
tion to the rule that an infant cannot bind him- 
self by estoppel, and is confined to cases where 
the infant is in fact developed to the condition 
of actual discretion, and to cases of actual fraud, 
and where the contract or transaction is bene- 
ficial. 


The action was to recover On a promissory 
note upon which appellant was an accommoda- 
tion maker. The complaint was duly verified. 
No answer was served. Judgment by default 
was taken, in due course. Neither appeared 
of record indicating that appellant was a minor. 
Exeoution was duly issued on the judgment 
and returned unsatisfied. Several months after 
judgment, supplementary proceedings were 
commenced against appellant, whereupon he 
appeared and secured appointment of a guardi- 
an ad litem to represent him and institute and 
carry en due proceedings to open the default 
and obtain leave to defend. A motion was duly 





made to vacate the judgment. Upon such mo- 
tion defendant tendered an answer, pleading 
that he signed the note as an accommodation 
maker, only, and that he was a minor at the 
time of so signing and still was such. E 

The motion was supported by affidavits on 
defendant’s behalf that he, at first, became a 
guarantor for his codefendant at the request’ of 
her husband; that she desired to purchase 
millinery goods of plaintiff and could not do 
so without a guarantor of payment therefor; 
that later, when the indebtedness incurred on 
the faith of the guaranty, amounting to some 
$472, became due, defendant was asked by 
plaintiff's attorney to settle therefor; that de- 
fendant then claimed he was not liable be- 
cause he was a minor; that, as a result of 
some negotiations, the claim was settled by 
the note in suit, signed by defendant .as an ac- 
commodation maker and a personal note of the 
principal debtor for the balance. 

The affidavits tended strongly to show that 
the settlement was made, and guaranty sur- 
rendered to defendant on the faith of his rep- 
resentation, by conduct, or words that he had 
arrived at the age of 21 years. Whether he 
expressly so represented was disputed, the 
preponderance of proof being in the negative. 
There was a conflict as to whether defendant 
represented himself to be of age when the 
guaranty was signed, but the preponderance 
of proof was in the negative. The affidavits 
pretty clearly showed that plaintiff supposed, 
and had reasonable ground to suppose, defend- 
ant was of age when he signed the guaranty. 
and, later, when the note was signed, its agent 
supposed, and had reasonable ground to sup- 
pose he was of age, but in fact that he was 
not; that no benefits whatever came to de- 
fendant, at any time, for signing either guar- 
anty or note; that he paid no attention to the 
litigation after the summons was served, but 
left the matter wholly to his codefendant to at- 
tend to till several months after judgment, 
when he was aroused to activity by institution 
of the supplementary proceedings. He was 
matured, beyond an ordinary person of his 
years, at the time he signed the guaranty. He 
had and was conducting a business of his own 
and had taken a place in the community as a 
business man; the appearances being such that 
one would naturally have supposed he was of 
age. He was influenced to his attitude, at the 
time of signing the note, somewhat, because 
he desired his father not to know that he had 
been allowing such use of his name. 

MARSHALL, J. (after stating the facts as 
above): The situation, in brief, stating it as 
favorably for respondent as the moving papers 
will reasonably permit of, is this: Respondent 
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and its agent believed, as above indicated, that 
when appellant signed the guaranty, he was of 
age, and, so believing, accepted him as se- 
curity for the payment of the indebtedness 
afterwards incurred. It did not, at the time 
the note was given, concede that he was not 
liable on the guaranty. When the note was 
signed respondent’s agent believed that, if ap- 
Ppellant were not of age in the first instance 
he had arrived at his majority in the meantime. 
Respondent in the last instance, as in the 
first, was led to do what it did, by appellant, 
either by express declaration or otherwise, 
suggesting that he was of age and, manifestly, 
for the purpose of inducing the former to so 
believe. Respondent relied upon such belief 
in all that it did to enforce collection of the 
claim up to the time appellant claimed, in the 
supplementary proceeding, that he was still 
in his minority. It incurred danger of loss by 
selling goods on the faith of the guaranty and 
incurred loss to a considerable amount in re- 
liance upon the note, if he shall be heard, suc- 
cessfully, to claim he was a minor when he 
signed the paper and when he petitioned for 
leave to defend against the same notwithstand- 
ing the judgment. If he were an adult his 
laches after service of the summons would 
justify the refusal to grant relief. 

An*“application to set aside a default, in a 
ease of this sort, notwithstanding the minor- 
ity of appellant, is addressed to the sound dis- 
cretion of the court, but such discretion must 
be guided by the settled policy of the law, that 
a person under disability is entitled to reason- 
able opportunity to be heard in court by a 
qualified representative during his disability, 
or by himself after the disability shall have 
been removed. Such exceptions as there are 
to such policy are so rare that the rule is well 
nigh universal. So, whether the trial court 
failed to exercise its discretion, in this in- 
stance, either because of misconception, or 
abused it by a too severe an application, of the 
law, or by misconceiving the effect of the facts, 
must be answered from the standpoint of the 
well-settled policy referred to. 


That a minor defendant should be represent- 


ed by a guardian ad litem, is too familiar to 
require to be more than stated. It is laid down 
in the elementary works thus: 

“Tt is an almost universal rule that where 
an infant is a defendant a guardian ad litem 
must be appointed for him to conduct the de- 
fense. The reason of this rule is plain, for it 
is evident that the privileges of an infant with 
regard to contracts and other transactions 
would be of slight utility if he were liable to 
be dragged into court and exposed there, un- 
protected in his»ignorance, to contend with 





learning and experience. It is to protect him 
against such danger that the law assigns him 


- a guardian in the suit.” Ency. P. & P. 618. 


Going back to the guaranty on the note, it 
is conceded, as the fact is, that the contract 
of a minor, other than for necessaries, is either 
void or voidable at his option, exercised within 
a reasonable time after his coming of age. 
Such a contract, not for necessaries, is, as a 


_ rule, voidable by the minor at his option rea- 


sonably exercised, upon his coming of age 
and restoring the former situation as far as 
he is reasonably capable of doing so. There 
is an exception to that, generally recognized 
by the courts, including our own, of which 
Knaggs v. Green, 48 Wis. 601, 4 N. W. 760, 
33 Am. Rep. 838, and Thormaehlen v. Kaep- 
pel, 86 Wis. 378, 56 N. W. 1089, are illustra- 
tions. That is this, a minor may, in making a 
contract beneficial to himself, under some cir- 
cumstances, preclude himself, by equitable es- 
toppel, from subsequently avoiding it on the 
ground of his infancy. The basic circumstance 
rendering that applicable is actual] fraud; ex- 
press representation of capacity to contract, 
inducing the adverse party to enter into the 
agreement. Many illustrative cases are cited 
in the brief of counsel for respondent. The 
following are a few of them, and others: Hayes 
v. Parker, 41 N. J. Eq. 630, 7 Atl. 511; Com- 
mander v. Brazil, 88 Miss. 668, 41 South. 497, 
9 L. R. A. (N. S.) 1117; Ostrander v. Quinn, 
84 Miss. 230, 36 South. 257, 105 Am. St. Rep. 
426: Whittington v. Wright, 9 Ga. 23; Sanger 
v. Hibbard, 2 Ind. T. 547, 53 S. W. 330; Steed 
v. Petty, 65 Tex. 490; Williamson v. Jones, 
43 W. Va. 562, 27 S. E. 411, 38 L. R. A. 694, 
64 Am. St. Rep. 891; Harmon v. Smith (C. C.), 
38 Fed. 482. 

An examination of the cited cases will dem- 
onstrate that the rule that an infant may 
bind himself by his actual fraud, but not by 
mere conduct or. silence when he ought to 
speak, is very guarded. It forms an excep- 
tion to the one that an infant or other person 
under disability cannot bind him or herself by 
estoppel. It is confined to cases where the in- 
fant, though under legal discretion, is in fact 
developed to the condition of actual discretion. 
It is further confined to. cases of actual fraud 
and where the contract or transaction is 
beneficial to the minor. The rule being purely 
of equitable nature, it may be that, in a case 
of great hardship to the adverse party and sub- 
stantially the same discretion on the part of 
the minor as if he were of age, the equity of 
the law will stand in the way of the latter to 
prevent such injury by closing the judicial ear 
to his appeal for assistance to avoid his obli- 
gation. But the decided cases do not furnish 
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illustrations of such extension. However, the 
precedents would not limit the power of the 
court to extend the principles of equity where 
necessary to effect justice. 

This court recognized the general rule in 
Thormaehlen v. Kaeppel, supra, in these 
words: 

“We suppose, of course, that a court of equi- 
ty would refuse to relieve an infant of his 
contract if his own fraud induced the other 
party to enter into it.” 

And further, in effect, but if the minor mere- 
ly fails to impart information of his age, un- 
asked, there being no misrepresentation of fact 
and no artifice employed to mislead the other 
party, he is not guilty of that species of fraud 
which will estop him from pleading his minor- 
ity to avoid the contract. The court had no 
need at that point, to deal with the other feat- 
ure essential to create the estoppel, viz., that 
the contract must be beneficial to the minor. 
So one might be misled by reading the court’s 
observation, which was not so guarded as to 
suggest such essential. 

Enough has been.said to demonstrate that 
a minor cannot, unless in some extreme cases 
of which this is not a type, even ty actual 
fraud, estop himself from pleading his minor- 
ity to avoid a contract which is not beneficial 
to him; as in case of his becoming a mere 
surety or accommodation maker of a promis- 
sory note. 

The element of actual discretion on the part 
of the minor, characterized the instant trans- 
action, but not that of beneficial nature to the 
minor, nor such extreme hardship to the other 
party as to warrant the doctrine of estoppel 
being applied. The learned trial court, quite 
likely, was misled by the general language in 
Thormaehlen v. Kaeppel, supra, and by over- 
looking the closeness with which the doctrine 
that a minor may estop himself by his fraud 
from asserting his infancy to avoid his con- 
tract, is fenced about: (1) By necessity for ac- 
tual discretion; (2) necessity for actual fraud; 
(3) necessity for beneficial nature of the trans- 
action to the minor. Had thése essentials been 
appreciated fully, the application for leave to 
defend against respondent’s claim, notwith- 
standing the default, would probably have been 
granted. 

True, a judgment rendered against a minor 
where he is not represented by a guardian ad 
litem, is not void. Such representation is not 
jurisdictional. Notwithstanding absence of 
it the judgment is proof against collateral at- 
tack. It can only be avoided by appeal for 
error, where the minority appears of record, 
or otherwise by motion or other direct pro- 
ceeding in the action seasonably resorted to. 





This, of course, contemplates jurisdiction ob- 
tained by proper service of the summons as 
required by law. There was such service in 
this case. While the mere neglect, regardless 
of the cause of it, the court having jurisdic- 
tion to have a minor defendant represented 
by a guardian ad litem, is not jurisdictional, 
the rule indicated obtains by the great weight 
of, though not the universal authority. 1 
Black on ‘Judgments, sec. 193, note 34. The 
federal Supreme Court is in the former class. 
O’Hara v. McConnell, 93 U. S. 150, 23 L. Ed. 
840. Some suggestions in authorities the oth- 
er way are regarded as rather inconsequen- 
tial. 

So appellant took the proper course to avoid 
the effect of the judgment.. He could not have 
reached the infirmity by appeal, since it does 
not appear of record. There is no question but 
what his motion was seasonably made as to 
the mere element of time. There was no ele- 
ment of actual fraud which stood in the way. 
Mere acquiescence, while under disability, was 
not sufficient to justify denying the motion. 
True, the court might, for sufficient equitable 
considerations in such a case, deny relief. But, 
the policy of the law to afford a minor a day 
in court, properly represented by guardian ad 
litem, or after removal of the disability to be 
heard, is so general that something of an ex- 
traordinary character would be required to 
create an exception; something far more se- 
rious than such mere inconvenience and cost 
of litigation to the adverse party, as in this 
case. 

It is not to be understood that judgments 
characterized- by irregularity, as in this case, 
can always be set aside either during disa- 
bility or after it has been removed. In case, 
notwithstanding the irregularity, the minor 
suffered no substantial injustice, relief is not, 
necessarily, grantable. That, of course, would 
not include a case like this where there was 
no enforceable liability in the first instance. 

It follows that the order appealed from must 
be reversed, and the cause remanded with di- 
rections to grant appellant’s motion. 

So ordered, 


Note.—Estoppel to Disafirmance Based on 
Misrepresentation of Age.—The principal case 
has respectable authority in its support, but it 
is in recent cases, which we think ignore the 
fact, that, outside of legislative endowment of 
infant with capacity to contract, he should be 
regarded as not being able to affect any other 
contract either directly or indirectly. We refer 
to a few of numerous cases on this subject. 
In Commander v. Brazile, supra, the Mississippi 
Supreme Court went upon the theory that 
though the .old cases ruled, that the minor’s mis- 
representation as to his age would not establish 
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his contract against a plea of infancy, they were | 


in unison upon the point that the creditor had a 
remedy—some saying in tort and others in 
equity. And the court is careful to thus limit 
its decision in holding, that a minor cannot 
plead infancy to an executed contract, when 
it has been induced by fraud, in making his 
creditor believe he is of age. The court says: 
“We do not hold that an executory contract 
may be enforced against an infant who falsely 
represents himself to be of age, unless some 
damage has been done to the party with whom 
he contracts. We do not hold that an infant is 
estopped by his déed merely. We do not hold 
that any sort of a contract may be enforced 
against an infant at any time on account of his 


false assertion that he is of age, unless the age 4 


and appearance may well deceive the person 
with whom he deals. We do hold, however, that 
when a minor has reached that stage of matur- 
ity which indicates he is of full age and enters 
into a contract, falsely representing himself to 
be of age, accepting the benefits of the contract, 
he will be estopped, to deny that he is not of 
age when the obligation of the contract is sought 
to be enforced against him.” In its last analysis 
we think the Mississippi court admits, that it is 
correcting what it deems an injustice in a rule 
of law, because the legislature has failed of its 
duty in this respect. The Commander case is a 
distinct advance in Mississippi decision, which 
appears by Ostrander v. Quin, supra, merely to 
have gone to the extent of holding, that a mort- 
gage is only proof against avoidance by a plea 
of infancy, where its giving was induced by mis- 
representation as to age, where the money loaned 
thereon is not tendered back. We might con- 
ceive that the tender should include legal in- 
terest but not a contract rate above that, and 
that usurious interest might be avoided very 
easily through a tender. In other words, these 
are refinements in the judicial rule, which has 
grown up, as well as there were in the rule which 
it supersedes. 

In Ingram v. Ison, 26 Ky. Law Rep. 48, 80 
S. W. 787, a sale of land was sustained against 
an action to set aside the deed, and while the 
court quotes from a former Kentucky case that: 
“Neither infancy nor coverture can excuse par- 
ties. guilty of fraudulent concealment or mis- 
representation,” yet the court seemed to be 
searching the record for other grounds to rest 
its conclusion upon, and among others, it found 
proof of ratification after the infant attained his 
majority. 

In Damron v. Com., 110 Ky. 268; 61 S. W. 
450, 96 Am. St. Rep. 453, Kentucky decision was 
cited to the effect, that an infant must restore 
the property which he obtains in a contract be- 
fore he can avoid it is the universal rule where 
he has been guilty of fraud. Petty v. Roberts, 7 
Bush. 411. Then that principle is extended to 
his contract of suretyship entered into under 
like circumstances. We doubt, however, whether 
the rule about restoration is as stated. Restora- 
tion of benefits is the rule where such is in the 
power of infant, but we do not know of restora- 
tion being an absolute condition to disaffirmance 
where fraud by infant inheres in the contract. 
See 7o Cent. L. J. 434, and Ridgeway v. Her- 
bert, infra. 

In Ridgeway v. Herbert, 150 Mo. 606, 51 S. W. 





1040, 73 Am. St. Rep. 464, it appears, that the 
minor making the deed represented he was of 
age when he was not, but he believed he was of 
age. The court said: “The deed of a minor is 
avoidable at his option under certain equitable 
restrictions when he comes of age, even though 
he may. have represented himself as of age 
when he made the deed, and thereby misled the 
other party to his disadvantage. A minor is no 
more responsible under the circumstances for his 
representations than he is for his deed. * * * 
When one on coming of age seeks to avoid his 
deed made when a minor, he must act promptly, 
and, if he has the’ consideration that was paid 
him for the deed, he must restore it; but, if 
during his minority, the consideration which he 
received has been wasted, he may avoid the deed 
without making restitution.” But, as we have 
said, the minor in this case believed his repre- 
sentation was true. 

This case follows Craig v. Van Bebber, 100 
Mo. 584, 18 Am. St. Rep. 633, where a married 
woman, 16 years of age executed a deed and 
was allowed to recover without restoring the 
consideration. In Missouri a woman attains her 
majority at 18. There is no suggestion that she 
was in any way ignorant of her true age, but 
there was no claim about her representing what 
her age was, or that grantee was misled. The 
question of fraud was not discussed. 

It seems to be well settled that mere dealing 
as an adult does not create an estoppel. Miller 
v. Blanke, 38 L. T. 527; Carpenter v. Pridgen, 40 
Tex. 32; Folds vy. Allardt, 35 Minn. 488. Not- 
withstanding that the minor appears and is be- 
lieved by the other party to be of full age. 
Buchanan v. Hubbard, 96 Ind. 1 And many 
cases—indeed, they seem without exception— 
show that at law the same holds where there is 
misrepresentation relied on by the other party, 
as to age of the infant. See note, 18 Am. St. 
Rep., pages 633-634, that is to say the older 
cases are all in accord on this subject. 

It has been held that the rule of law will not 
be departed from in equity where there is mere 
non-disclosure of minority. Baker v. Stone, 136 
Mass. 405; Alvey v. Reed, 115 Ind. 148, 7 Am. 
St. Rep. 418. 

In Sims v. Everhardt, 102 U. S. 3co, there was 
a question of disafirmance of a deed and Justice 
Strong ‘said: “All that is claimed is that when 
she made her deed she asserted she was of age 
and competent to convey. * * * In regard to 
this there can be no doubt founded either on 
reason or authority. Without spending time to 
look at the reason, the authorities are all one 


way. An estoppel in pais is not applicable to 
infants, and a fraudulent representation of 
capacity cannot be an equivalent for actual 


capacity. A conveyance by an infant is an asser- 
tion of his right to convey. A contemporaneous 
declaration of his right or of his age adds noth- 
ing to what is implied in his deed. An assertion 
of estoppel against him is but a claim that he 
has assented or contracted. But he can no more 
do that effectively than he can make the contract 
alleged to be confirmed.” This seems to us to 
knock the props from under the fraud theory, 
as that only rests on a verbal declaration of 
what has been impliedly asserted in writing. 
In Loan Assn. v. Block, 119 N. C. 323, 25 S. 
E. 975, the opinion thus speaks: “But it is in- 
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sisted that because she obtained money by false 
representations as to her age, she was estopped 
from denying her obligation to pay. If the 
courts should sanction this doctrine, the result 
would be that the ancient rule, established as a 
safeguard to protect infants from the wiles of 
designing rascals, would be abrogated, and: the 
way opened up for reckless youths to evade the 
law by lying. The courts would thereby put a 
premitm upon falsehood and hold out the temp- 
tation to infants and to others, who hope to pro- 
fit by debauching them, to resort to this dis- 
reputable method of enabling the one to squander 
and the other to extort the patrimony intended 
to prepare a child for future usefulness.” 

If we take this case and Sims v. Everhardt, to- 
gether, we have a pretty good basis for denying 
any effect contractually to false representations. 
But there seems to us another reason, and that 
is one that overcomes the tort theory. If an‘in- 
fant cannot contract, he can do nothing tortious- 
ly in respect to a contract. He may get hold of 
one’s property wrongfully but not via contract 
as contract, because he can make no contract. 
His tort is, therefore, entirely dissociated from 
contract. Therefore, also, he can commit no 
fraud of a contractual sort. We think the argu- 
ment by the North Carolina court very strong, 
as showing the whole policy of the law is ex- 
posed to a kind of evisceration, if that is recog- 
nized which the court condemns, 

Besides all this, we see that the legislature 
looks after infants’ contracts and allows them 
a limited capacity. When courts extend that, they 
seem very flagrantly to pass beyond their pro- 
vince, 

In Kirkham y. Wheeler Osgood Co., 39 Wash. 
41s, 81 Pac. 869; Sims v. Everhardt, supra, is 
followed, and the age of the minor shows the 
wisdom of its rule, and also exemplifies the 
North Carolina reasoning. In the Kirkham case 
the employer sought to avoid liability because 
a minor under fourteen years of age represented 
he was of such age. This shows that the ultima 
Thule of the misrepresentation theory might take 
in the prattling of babes. 

For right to disaffirm during minority, see 69 
Cent. L. J. 433, and necessity of returning bene- 
fits, id. 434. 5 








JETSAM AND FLOTSAM. 


JUSTICE BREWER’S SOLEMN WARNING 
AGAINST PROCEEDINGS IN CAMERA. 


The last utterances of any man are highly 
cherished; so should the words of a public serv- 
ant be regarded by the people he has served. 

Among the last great utterances of Justice 
Brewer was his great address at Far Rockaway, 
New York, in which he severely condemned the 
practice of granting decrees of divorce in cam- 
era, having reference, evidently, to the pro- 
cedure in the famous Astor divorce case in New 
York City. 

Justice Brewer said: “I believe that:it is bet- 
ter to have no divorce than divorce obtained by 
secret processes.” 

A judge who allows himself to become a 
party to a secret judicial proceeding leading to 





a final judgment is no less excusable than the 
lawyer who represents his ability to secure such 
a procedure for his client. In the latter case 
the courts have disbarred attorneys for making 
such representations (People v. Goodrich, 79 
Ill. 148; People v. McCabe, 18 Colo. 186), on the 
ground that such representations refiected on 
the integrity of the court. 

What shall we say, then, of the judge who 
deliberately permits such proceeedings to take 
place, who invites public suspicion as to the 
motives influencing his actions, and who thus 
impairs the confidence of the people in the in- 
tegrity of the judiciary? 

The condemnation of the profession should 
rest upon such a judge. 


FAILURE TO RAISE HAND WHILE TAKING 
OATH. 

A school teacher was convicted of perjury for 
having falsely made a statement under oath to 
procure a license to marry a feminine pupil 
under the requisite age. In State v. Day, 121 
Northwestern Reporter, 611, his contention was 
that, although he had gone through the other 
ceremony usual in taking an oath, he had neg- 
lected to raise his hand. It having been con- 
vincingly shown that appellant knew the girl 
was less than 18 the fact that he knew the 
application contained the statement that she 
was over that age, and the fact that he signed 
it deliberately knowing it to contain such state- 
ment, dispensed with an exact following of the 
statutory form of oath. The Minnesota Supreme 
Court decided that, the particular formality 
never having been regarded as important, the 
essential thing was that the party taking the 
oath should go through some declaration or for- 
mality before the officer which indicates to him 
that the appellant consciously asserts or affirms 
the truth of the fact to which he testifies. Con- 
viction affirmed. 








HUMOR OF THE LAW. 





In these days, when trial by newspaper is 
fast taking the place of trial by jury, it is 
encouraging to meet with any evidence that 
the editorial mind takes a large and judicial 
view of social questions. Here, for instance, 
is a Missouri journal which lays down a broad 
principle, the equity of which few will be 
found to dispute: 

“If you are a married man,” this editor de- 
clares, “vour wife can compel you to support 
her. If you are not, she can’t.” 

The former conclusion may be good law, 
although the enforcement of which is sometimes 
attended with great practical difficulties. 

As to the second relation our observation 
forces a contrary conclusion. It costs more 
and besides it doesn’t require action by the 
courts to effect maintenance.—Ohio Law Bul- 
letin. 


“What's your name, prisoner?” 

“Mah name’s Jashua, jedge.” 

“Joshua, eh?” said the judge as he rubbed his 
hands. “Are you that same Joshua spoken of 
in Holy Writ—who made the sun stand still?” 

“No, jedge,”’ was the hasty answer, “’twan’t 
me. Ah am de Jashua dat made de moon shine,” 
—Congressman Clayton of Alabama, 
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1. Ahatement and Revival—Revival of Action. 
—Where the subject-matter of an action was 
real property, and the heirs of the deceased 
owner were parties, a formal revivor because 
of the death of the owner of an estate by cur- 
tesy, who was a coparty was not necessary.— 
Arnett v. Williams, Mo., 125 S. W. 1154. 

2. Aetion—Splitting Causes of Action.—A 
party cannot split up his cause of action.—J. 
J. Smith Lumber Co. v. Sisters of Charity of 
the Blessed Virgin Mary, of Dubuque, Iowa, 125 
N. W. 214. 

3. Adjoining Landowners—Care Required in 
Making Excavations.—An adjoining lot owner, 
excavating for the erection of a buflding, is 
only required to exercise ordinary care in prose- 
cuting the work to avoid injury to the adjoin- 
ing lot.—Flanagan Bros. Mfg. Co. v. Levine, 
Mo., 125 S. W. 1172. 

4. Bankruptey—Act of Bankruptcy.—Petition 
by a corporation to the state court for a re- 
ceiver held to show that it was insolvent, and 
hence such application constitued an act of 
bankruptcy.—In re Electric Supply Co., U. S. D. 
c., S&S. D. Ga., 175 Fed. 612. 

5. Ancillary Jurisdiction.—The respective 
district courts of the United States sitting in 
bankruptcy have ancillary jurisdiction to make 
orders and issue process in aid of proceedings 
pending in another district.—In re Elkus, U. 
Ss. 8. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 377. 

6. —Ancillary Proceedings.—The federal 
district court has jurisdiction to grant an or- 
der for examination of residents of the district 
on application of a trustee in bankruptcy ap- 
pointed in proceedings in another district.—In 
re Elkus, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct.377. 

7. Attachment.—On the bankruptcy of the 
plaintiff in an attachment suit and the refusal 
of the trustee to continue the suit, a surety on 
the attachment bond may be allowed to continue 
it in the bankrupt’s name for his own protec- 
tion.—_ Bluegrass Canning Co. v. Steward, U. S. 
c. Cc. of App., Sixth Circuit, 175 Fed. 537. 

















8. Attorney’s Fees.—Attorneys, who filed a 
petition in involuntary bankruptcy for credit- 
ors, which was defective and insufficient to 
warrant an adjudication, which was made on a 
second petition by others creditors, are not en- 
titled to an allowance of fees from the estate.— 
In re Fischer, U. S. C. C. of App., Second Circuit, 
175 Fed. 531. 


9.——Chattel Mortgages.--A chattel mortgage 
by a bankrupt, withheld from record under an 
agreement with the mortgagee to protect the 
mortgagor’s credit, held invalid only as to 
creditors who extended credit in the meantime, 
relying on the bankrupt’s ownership of the 
property.—Mattley v. Wolfe, U. S. D. C., D. 
Neb., 175 Fed. 619. 


10. Compelling Production of Books. — A 
bankruptcy court has power on petition and 
rule to show cause to compel delivery to the 
trustee of records and stock books of the bank- 
rupt corporation.—Babbitt v. Dutcher, D4. 
C., 30 Sup. Ct. 372. 


11. Jurisdiction of State Court.—Jurisdic- 
tion of a state court, if any, to administer a 
corporation’s assets by a receiver in insolvency, 
held not to prevent creditors within four months 
from proceeding to have the assets adminis- 
tered in bankruptcy.—In re Electric Supply Co., 
U. 8. D. C., S. D. Ga., 175 Fed. 612. 

12. Landlord’s Claim for Rent.—A land- 
lord‘s lien for rent is superior to the claims of 
general creditors of the bankrupt in the ad- 
ministration of the latter’s estate in bankrupt- 
cy.—In re V. D. L. Co., U. S. D. GC, N. D. Ga, 
175 Fed. 635. 

13. Lien Claims.—Whenever a lien is valid 
and enforceable in bankruptcy, depends on the 
law of the state.—Mattley v. Wolfe, U. S. D. CG, 
D. Neb., 175 Fed. 619. 

14. Banks and Banking—Powers of National 
Bank.—A national bank, under an agreement 
with its debtor that he will devote to his debt 
a part of the proceeds of a loan from another 
bank guaranteeing its payment at maturity, 
must account to the lending bank the sum 
which it receives for its own use under the 
agreement.—Citizens’ Central Nat. Bank of New 
York v. Appleton, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 364. 

15. Bankruptey—Priorities.—-A landlord's lien 
is one having priority under the state laws an@a@ 
is not displaced by the tenant’s bankruptcy.— 
In re Burns, U. S. D. C., S. D. Ga., 175 Fed. 633. 

16. Title of Trustee.—A trustee in bank- 
ruptecy is not a bona fide purchaser for value 
so as to bar the reformation in equity for mis- 
take of a contract made by the bankrupt.— 
Zartman v. First Nat. Bank, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. 
Ct. 368. 

17. What Are Assets.—The advantage de- 
rived from a mistake by a bankrupt when re- 
ducing to writing a contract made by him is 
not an asset in the hands of his trustee in 
bankruptcy.—Zartman v. First Nat. Bank, U. S. 
S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 368. 

18.——Who May Be Involuntary Bankrupt.— 
A corporation conducting thotels at various 
points held not engaged principally in trading 
or mercantile pursuits so as to be liable to an 
involuntary adjudication in bankruptcy.—Toxa- 
way Hotel Co. v. J. L. Smathers & Co., U. S. S. 
C., 30 Sup. Ct. 263. 

19. Banks and Banking—Power to Purchase 
Land.---An objection that a corporation organ- 
ized under the national banking act has no ca- 
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pacity to purchase land can only be raised by 
the federal government.—De Witt County Nat. 
3ank v. Mickelberry, Ill., 91 N. E. 86. 


20. Bills and Notes—Accommodation Indorser. 
—An accommodation indorser is discharged by 
failure to give him notice of non-payment, as 
required by Negotiable Instrument Act.—Me- 
chanics’ & Farmers’ Say. Bank v. Katterjohn, 
Ky., 125 S. W. 1071. 

21.--—-Bona Fide Purchasers.—Where fraud or 
illegality in ihe execution of a note is set up 
as a Gefense, the holder has the burden of 
showing his right to protection from such de- 
fense because a good-faith purchaser.—Hill v. 
Ward, Ind., 91 N. E. 38. 


22. Bonds—Validity.—While the requirements 
of the statute must be strictly followed in a 
statutory bond, a variance or omission, to be 
fatal, must be material.—Waterous Engine 
Works Co. v. Village of Clinton, Minn., 125 N. 
W. 269. 

23. Brokers—Right of Owner to Sell Prop- 
erty.—An owner employing a broker to procure 
a purchaser held to retain the right to himself 
dispose of the property.—Gilbert v. McCullough, 
Iowa, 125 N. W. 173. 

24. Wrongful Revocation of Authority.— 
The owner of land, who wrongfully revoked 
the authority of the broker to sell, and then 
sold to the person procured by the broker, is 
liable to the broker for such damages as arose 
from such revocation of his agency.—Hancock 
v. Stacy, Tex., 125 S. W. 884. 

2>. Burglary—Want of Consent of Owner.— 
While the want of consent of the owner of 
property stolen may be proved in a prosecution 
for burglary by circumstantial evidence, such 
evidence cannot be resorted to, if positive or 
direct proof is available.—Brown vy. State, Tex., 
125 S. W. 915. 

26. Carriers—Negligence.— That a railway 
took steps to prevent a repetition of an accident 
oceasioned by a passenger falling into the space 
betweea a car and the platform was not evi- 
dence of prior negligence.—Anshen vy. Boston 
Elevated Ry. Co., Mass., 91 N. E. 157. 

27. Negligence.—The exemptions and re- 
strictions stipulated for in a contract of car- 
riage does not relieve the carrier from liability 
for the consequences of its own negligence.— 
Hahn v. St. Louis, K. C. & C. R. Co., Mo., 125 S. 
W. 1185. 

28. Persons Entitled to Sue.—If the con- 
signor is the real owner of the goods, and 
makes the contract of carriage for himself or 
if it is made directly with him, though he does 
not retain title to. the goods, he may sue for 
their»loss.—San Antonio & A. P. Ry. Co. v. 
Laws, Tex., 125 S. W. 973. 

29. Constitutional Law—Forbidding Burial 
Within Municipal Limits.—The availability for 
burial purposes of land within the city of San 
Francisco cannot be alleged by a cemetery as- 
sociation to invalidate an ordinance forbidding 
the burial of the dead within the city of San 
Francisco.—Laurel Hill Cemetery v. City and 
County of San Francisco, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 
301. 

30.——-Impairing Contract Obligation.—A 
charter right held subject to the power of the 
state to repeal or amend is not protected by-a 
eontract clause of the federal constitution.— 
Missouri Pac. Ry. Co. v. State of Kansas, U. S. 
S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 330. 














31.——Power of Village to Prohibit Pool 
Rooms.—A person has no vested right to con-. 
duct a billiard or pool hall for hire in a village. 
—Cole v. Village of Culbertson, Neb., 125 N. W. 
287. F 

32. Comtracts—Agreement to Operate Corpo- 
ration as Partnership.—Where individuals pur- 
chased all the stock of a corporation and agreed 
to run it as a partnership, held, that upon dis- 
agreement that the rights of the parties must 
be administered as stockholders.—Jackson  v. 
Hooper, N. J., 75 Atl. 568. 

33. Assent of Parties.—Assent of the par- 
ties to the same thing in the same sense, is 
necessary to constitute 4 contract, whether 
written or verbal.—Harris Millinery Co. v. Bry- 
an, Tex., 125 S. W. 999. 


34. Corporations—Franchise Tax.—A foreign 
railway corporation which has acquired prop- 
erty of a permanent nature in a state on which 
it has paid all taxes is a person within the 
jurisdiction of the state and protected by the 
equal protection of the law clause of Const. U. 
S. Amend. 14, against imposition under Code 
Aia. 1907, secs. 2391-2400, of an additional fran- 
chise tax for doing business in a state.—South- 
ern Ry. Co. v. Greene, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 
287. 

35. Jurisdiction of Courts.—The courts of 
Massachusetts have jurisdiction to determine 
controversies between foreign corporations do- 
ing business in the commonwealth and third 
persons, not affecting the corporation’s internal 
affairs.—Andrews y. Mines Corporation, Mass., 
91 N. E. 122. 

36. Knowledge of Corporate Officers.— 
Knowledge by the president of a corporation 
of a fraud committed by an entryman held im- 
puted te the corporation so as to deprive it of 
the position of a bona-fide purchaser under a 
conveyance from the president who had taken 
a deed from the patentee.—J. J. McCaskill Co. 
v. United States, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 386. 

37. Obligation of Agent.—Where the fact 
that the president of the board of directors of 
a corporation engaged in erecting a building 
was @ secret partner of the contractor, was not 
known to the-other directors, the president 
could not gain any rights under the contract.— 
Ward v. Yarnelle, Ind., 91 N. E. 7. 

38. Courts—Territorial Supreme Court. — The 
construction given by a territorial Supreme 
Court to the statutes of that territory will not, 
ordinarily, be disturbed by the federal supreme 
court on writ of error.—Albright v. Sandoval, 
U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 318. 

39. Covenants—Warranty.—The covenants in 
a warranty deed are broken as soon as made, 
where the grantor had previously given a lease 
of the premises.—Sheldon v. Crane, Iowa, 125 
N. W. 238. 

40. Dedication—Easements.—A restriction in 
the original plat of a district, fixing a building 
line, gives to the purchasers of the lots a rigm 
in the nature of an easement, which will be en- 
forced against the grantee of any particular lot. 
-—Curtis v. Rubin, Ill, 91 N. BE. 84. 

41. Dower—Inchoate Right. — During life 
of the husband held the inchoate right of dower 
could be changed.—Byington y. Carlin, Iowa, 125 
N. W. 233. 

42. Easements—Way of Necessity. — No 
length of user of a way by necessity would be 
effective to create an easement by prescription. 
—Rater v. Shuttlefield, Iowa, 125 N. W. 235. 




















468 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 





No. 25 








43. Ejectment—Possession of Plaintiff.—A 
party cannot recover land on the strength of 
her prior possession, where it appears that 
she was not in actual or constructive possession 
for about three years prior to defendant’s tak- 
ing possession.—Ensley v. Coolbaugh, Mich., 125 
N. W. 279. 

44. Equity—Demurrer.—A demurrer to a bill 
in equity does not admit the facts pleaded on 
information and belief.—Schuler v. Southern 
jlron & Steel Co., N. J., 75 Atl. 552. 

45. Plea in Abatement.—A plea in abate- 
ment is bad where it also contains matter in 
bar.—Ewald v. Ortynsky, N. J., 75 Atl. 577. 

46. Estoppel—By Conduct.—One by his con- 
duct inducing another to act to the latter’s dis- 
advantage will not afterwards be permitted to 
change his position—Wright v. Leith, Iowa, 125 
N. W. 220. 

47. Evidence—Admissions.—Parties cannot by 
their admissions of law as to undisputed facts 
bind the court to adopt their view, but they 
may estop themselves to afterwards deny an 
admission.--People v. Pittsburg, Ft. W. & C. 
Ry. Co., Ill., 91 N. E. 48. 

48.Competency.—Evidence of a statement 
made by one defendant while the other was ab- 
sent held competent, in view of the fact that 
the other made the same statement in effect to 
prosecuting witness.—People v. Weil, Ill., 91 N. 
E. 112. 

49. Opinions of Non-Experts.—A non-ex- 
pert witness may detail facts and circumstances 
from which the jury may form an opinion as 
to mental condition, and may then give his own 
conclusion from such facts and circumstances 
in the form of an opinion.—Graham y. Deuter- 
man, Ill., 91 N. E. 61. 

50. Sale and Warranty.—Where a written 
contract for the sale and purchase of manufac- 
tured articles is complete and unambiguous, 2 
warranty not contained therein cannot be added 
by parol.—Blue Grass Canning Co. v. Steward, 
U. S&S. Cc. C. of App,, Sixth Circuit, 175 Fed. 537. 

51. Federal Courts—Assignment to Aggregate 
Jurisdictional Amount.—Claims assigned for 
collection only cannot be added to the amount 
of the assignee’s own claim to create an amount 
in dispute in excess of $2,000 to authorize suit 
in the federal circuit court.—Woodside v. Va- 
sey, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 367. 

52. Fire Insurance—Application.—A person 
insured has a right to presume that the in- 
surer will not change the application, or issue 
a policy not in accordance therewith.—A. A. 
Rake & Son v. Century Fire Ins. Co., Iowa, 125 
N. W. 207. 

53. Estoppel.—An insurance company held 
estopped from setting up breach of condition 
of policy of which it had notice before issuance 
of policy—Damms v. Humboldt Fire Ins. Co., 
Pa., 75 Atl. 607. 

54. Explosives.—Blasting powder held in- 
cluded in the words “or other explosives” as 
used in a condition avoiding a policy of fire 
insurance.—-Penman y. St. Paul Fire & Marine 
Ins. Co., U.S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 312. 

55. Misstatement in Application.—Misstate- 
ment in an application for insurance written by 
insurer's agent with knowledge of its falsity 
held no bar to a recovery on the policy.—Bever 
vy. Home Ins. Co. of New York, Mo., 125 S. W. 
1184. 

56. Frauds, Statute of—Party Wall Contract. 























—The statute of frauds held no defense in an 
action on a contract, whereby defendant agreed 
to pay half the cost of plaintiff’s wall in con- 
sideration of being allowed to join his wall to 
it.—Salvers v. Legate, Ark., 125 S. W. 1010. 

57. Garnishment—Scope of Remedy.—Trus- 
tee process cannot prevent the execution of a 
valid contract between the principal defendants 
and a third person, or by the trustee for such 
person, nor even of an invalid contract when no 
question of insolvency arises.—Whitcomb v. J. 
J. Quinlan & Co., N. H., 75 Atl. 525. ’ 

58. Gas—Duty to Furnish.—Where a gas com- 
pany was not acting in good faith in refusing 
to supply a consumer with gas until he made 
an advance deposit, the company will be com- 
pelled to furnish it without the deposit.—Phe- 
lan v. Boone Gas Co, Iowa, 125 N. W. 208. 

59. Guaranty—Settlement.—A settlement by 
the creditor and debtor of all matters relating 
to the contract between themselves held not 
to prevent the guarantor, in an action on the 
guaranty from showing that the creditor had 
not performed his contract with the debtor.— 
Malleable Iron Range Co. yv. Pusey, Ill., 91 N. E. 
51. 

60. Husband and Wife—Contracts by Husband. 
—A husband contracting with another in his 
own name is personally bound thereby, and his 
wife is not bound unless she authorized him to 
make the contract for her or unless she ratified 
the contract when made.—Young v. Inmano & 
Nelson, Iowa, 125 N. W. 177. 

61. Indians—Mandamus.—An enrolled mem- 
ber of the Choctaw nation entitled to share in 
the allotment of tribal lands, who has selected 
her allotment and received a certificate of al- 
lotment from tribal commission after the expir- 
ation of the time prescribed for consent, no 
contest having been made, held to have a vested 


right to a patent from the United States.— 
Ballinger v. United States, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. 
Ct. 338. 


62. Injunction—Against Secretary of State.— 
Where the secretary of state threatens to issue 
a proclamation under an unconstitutional state 
Statute forbidding foreign telegraph company 
under heavy penalties to continue business in 
the state, an injunction will be granted.—Lud- 
wig v. Western Union Telegraph Co., U S. S. C., 
30 Sup. Ct. 280. ; 

63. Equity Jurisdiction.—A bill in equity 
to enjoin the violation of a contract cannot be 
maintained where it alleges that the violation 
will result in damages to complainant in a 
specific sum, and there is no allegation of de- 
fendant’s insolvency.—Sewerage and Water 
Board of New Orleans v. Howard, U. S. C. ‘C. 
of App., Fifth Circuit, 175 Fed. 555. 

64.——To Restrain Authority .of Mayor.—An 
injunction may always go to restrain an illegal 
and excessive use of authority.—City of Bay- 
onne v. Borough of North Arlington, N. J., 75 
Atl. 558. ‘ 

65. Interstate Commerce—Federal Control 
Over Bridges.—A bridge over an interstate wa- 
terway erected under the sanction of the state 
must be taken as constructed with knowledge 
of the power of Congress to regulate commerce 
and subject to the condition that Congress 
might at some time for the protection of the 
public exercise its power to protect navigation 
against an unreasonable obstruction.—Presi. 
dent, etce., of the Monongahela Bridge Co. v. 
United States, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 356. 
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66.——State Regulation.—Penalizing the fail- 
ure of a common carrier to adjust within a 
specified time claims for loss, held not to un- 
lawfully interfere with interstate commerce.—- 
Atlantic Coast Line R. Co. v. Mazursky, U. S. 8. 
c., 30 Sup. Ct. 378. 


67 State Regulation.—Interstate commerce 
is not directly burdened by order of a state 
railroad commission directing interstate rail- 
way company to afford passenger service be- 
tween the terminus of a branch line within 
the state and its intersection with the state 
line.—Missouri Pac. Ry. Co. v. State of Kansas, 
U. 8s. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 330. 


68. Intexiecating Liquors—Liability for Sales 
by Servant.—The proprietor of a saloon is re- 
sponsible for the illegal sales of liquor made 
by his servants and agents within the scope of 
their general employment.—Bell v. State, Ark., 
125 S. W. 1020. 

69.-_—-Selling Without License.—A license is- 
sued by the federal government, being merely 
a form of taxation, does not authorize the 
holder to sell liquor without a license required 
by the state laws.—Combast v. Commonwealth, 
Ky., 125 S. W. 1092. 

70. Judgment—Process to Sustain.—Service 
upon a foreign corporation in another state 
does not authorize a personal judgment against 
it in New Hampshire.—Whitcomb v. J. J. Quin- 
lan & Co., N. H., 75 Atl. 525. 


71. Life Imsurance—Insolvency of Mutual 
Company.—Where the assets of an insolvent 
life insurance association are administered in a 
suit by creditors, the date at which claims 
should be ascertained is that of the appoint- 
ment of receivers and when it ceases to do 
business.—Robinson y. Mutual Reserve Life Ins. 
Co, U. S CC, S&S D. N. ¥., 175 Fed. 624. 


72. Limitation of Actions—<Action to Recover 
Insurance Money.—An action begun in 1907, to 
recover money paid on insurance policies in 
1900, on the ground that they were procured 
by fraud, held not barred by the 10-year stat- 
ute of limitations, although the false repre- 
sentations were made in 1893, when thespolicies 
were issued.—Johnson v. Equitable Life Assur. 
Society of United States, Ky., 125 S. W. 1074. 

73. Nature of Accident.—An action against 
an agent, for rent collected by him under a 
written power of attorney is based on a con- 
tract in writing, and is not an action for money 
received, and the two-year statute of limitation 
does not apply.—Dowlen v. C. W. Georgs Mfg. 
Co., Tex., 125 S. W. 931. 

74. Master and Servant—Duty to Warn Ser- 
vant.—It is the duty of the master to warn em- 
ployees of dangers arising out of the progress 
of the work known to the master, but unknown 
to the employees.—Hamm v. Bettendorf Axle Co., 
Iowa, 125 N. W. 186. : 

75. Prior Misconduct of Servant.—An em- 
pleyee guilty of misconduct prior to employ- 
ment held not to be discharged where the mas- 
ter had knowledge of it.—G. A. Kelly Plow 
Co. v. London, Tex., 125 S. W. 974. 

76. Safe Place to Work.—A master is un- 
der a continuing duty of inspection to keep his 
place in a reasonably safe condition for work. 
—Hamm v. Bettendorf Axle Co., Iowa, 125 N. W. 
186. 

77. Mechanie’s Liens—Persons Entitled.—Fur- 
nishing tools or machinery or appliances for 

















the erection of a building does not authorize a 
lien.— Ward v. Yarnelle, Ind., 91 N. E. 7. 

78. Mines and Minerals—Lease.—A lease may 
confer on the lessee the right to remove a por- 
tion of the leased premises or of sand or gravel 
found on the surface thereof, as well as to re- 
move stene, coal, zinc, or lead, found either on 
the surface or beneath it.—Meeks v. Clear Jack 
Mining Co., Mo., 124 S. W. 1084. 

79. Mortgages—Giving New Note.—A note 
secured by trust deed held not discharged by 
its purchase as collateral security for money 
advanced to discharge the indebtedness, and 
the giving of a new note for the same sum, but 
remained a valid lien until paid or otherwise 
discharged.—Stein v. Kaun, Ill, 91 N. E. 77. 

80.—Payment.—Where land is conveyed 
subject to a mortgage and the grantee pays 
the mortgage debt in full, the’ mortgage is 
thereby extinguished, though he does not take 
a release, but has an assignment made to an- 
other.—Lydon vy. Campbell, Mass., 91 N. E. 151. 

81. Priorities.—A mortgage on real estate 
has priority, though the contract for the erec- 
tion of a building on the premises antedates 
the mortgage, where the mortgage precedes 
any work done or material furnished under 
the contract.—Ward v. Yarnelle, Ind., 91 N. E. 7. 

82. Municipal Corporations—Failure to Exer- 
cise Functions.—Municipal corporations can 
cease to exist only by legislative consent or 
pursuant to legislative provision, and a failure 
for a term of years to exercise functions of a 
municipality does not effect a dissolution.—Peo- 
ple v. Niebruegge, Ill., 91 N. B. 115. 

83. Prescription.—The use of a vacant lot 
held not to create a right of way over it by 
prescription.—Suter v. International & G. N. 
R. Co., Tex., 125 S. W. 943. 

84. Ultra Vires.—A city, being a public 
agency, can and should plead the defense of 
ultra vires.—Peters v. City of St. Louis, Mo., 
125 S. W. 1134. 

85. Validity of Ordinance.—An ordinance 
depending for its vitality on its acceptance by 
a railroad is inadmissible in evidence, in the 
absence of proof of its acceptance.—Sutor v. 
International & G. N. R. Co., Tex., 125 S. W. 














86. Names—Idem Sonans.—In all legal pro- 
ceedings, if two names are commonly pro- 
nounced alike, a variance in their spelling is 
immaterial; and even a slight difference in their 
pronunciation is unimportant.—Ensley v. Cool- 
baugh, Mich., 125 N. W. 279. 

87. Validity of Contract Under Assumed 
Name.—A person may assume or be known by 
different names and centract accordingly, and 
contracts so entered into are valid when unaf- 
fected by fraud.—William Gilligan Co. v. Casey, 
Mass., 91 N. E. 124. 

88. Negligence-—Nature.—If one does what 
the great body of other prudent men do, under 
a like situation, he is not negligent.—Tallman 
v. Nelson, Mo., 125 S. W. 1181. 

89. Officers—Recovering Fees from Defacto 
Officer.—The actual cost of obtaining the fees 
of an office which would be entailed on any per- 
son who might have held that office may be 
set up by an ousted de facto officer in an ac- 
tion by a de jure officer to recover the same.— 
siorign v. Sandoval, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 





90. Physicians and Surgeons — Practicing 
Without License.—In a prosecution for prac- 
ticing medicine without a license, evidence of 
the sign on defendant’s office door held admis- 
sible-—State v. Blumenthal, Mo., 125 S. W. 1188. 


91. Powers—Deed Under Power.—At common 
law a deed under a power is valid, if it aon- 
veys the property and the power to execute it 
is proved aliunde.—Charland v. Trustees of 
Home for Aged Women, Mass., 91 N. E. 146. 

92. Ratiroads—Assault by Carrier’s Servant. 
—A carrier’s ee gre! for iajuries to a passen- 
ger by assault of his servant does not depend 
on the relation of master and servant, but on 
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the law regulating the duty of carrier to pas- 
senger.—Shelby v. Metropolitan St. Ry. Co., 
Mo., 125 S. W. 1189. 


93. Receivers—Right to Maintain Ancillary 
Bill in Equity.—A receiver of a federal court 
cannot maintain an ancillary bill in equity, 
where he has an adequate remedy at law in 
the same ccurt.—Robinson v. Mutual Reserve 
ig Ins. Co, U. 8. C. C. 8S. D. N. ¥. 175 Fed. 
624. 


94. Release—Burden of Proving Fraud. — 
Fraud in the execution of a release will not 
be presumed, but must be clearly proved.— 


Dickson v. Sioux City Terminal Ry. Co., Iowa, 


125 N. W. 167 


95. Removal of Causes—Petition and Bond.— 
In a proper case, where the petition and bond 
are filed for the removal of a cause in a federal 
court, the jurisdiction of the state court ends. 
—Chastain y. Missouri, K. & T. Ry. Co., Mo., 125 
S. W. 1099. 


96. Pleadings.—A federal court, into which 
a cause has been removed, has power to permit 
such amendments of process or pleadings as 
justice requires and as are permissible under 
the state statutes, provided they do not offend 
the federal statutes or decisions: on the subject. 
—Stone v. Speare, U. S. C. C., D. N. H., 175 Fed. 
584. 


97. Replevin—Recovery of Interest.—Interest 
on the value of property replevined, accruing 
during the replevin suit held not recoverable 
in an action on the replevin bond.—Maguire v. 
Pan-American Amusement Co., Mass., 91 N. E. 
35. 





98. Sales—Conditional Sales.—Where, on the 
breach of a conditional sale contract, the seller 
has title and a right to retake the goods, pur- 


chasers of the goods with knowledge of the 


contract are bound by its terms and can ac- 
quire no rights which can be asserted in bar 
of the enforcement of the seller’s title.—Hoe 
v. Rex Mfg. Co., Mass., 91 N. E. 154. 


99. Construction of Contract.—Where ar- 
ticles of merchandise to be used for business 
purposes were crderei under an agreement that 
if, “after a thorough trial,” they were not found 
*to work satisfactorily,” the order was to be 
canceled, the term “satisfactorily” meant sat- 
isfactorily to a reasonable man.—Fechteler v. 
Whittemore, Mass., 91 N. E. 155. 


100. Implied Warranties.—Where a definite 
article is specifically ordered from the manu- 
facturer and furnished, although it is known 
by both parties that it is required for a particu- 
lar purpose, there is no implied warranty that 
it shall be suitable for such purpose.—Bluegrass 
Canning Co. v. Steward, U. 8S. Cc. of App., 
Sixth Circuit, 175 Fed. 537. 


101. Mistake in Ordering Goods.—Where 
defendant ordered 11,000 needle cards and the 
order was clear and explicit, he could not be 
relieved from the contract on a claim that he 
was mistaken in the order and only intended 
to buy 11,000 needles.—Shrimpton Mfg. Co. v. 
Brin, Tex., 125 S. W. 942. 

102. Specific Performance—Contracts Enforce- 
able.—A court of equity will not decree the 
specific performance of a contract where the 
performance must be continuous for an inde- 
terminate term, and the decree will not end 
the controversy, but make it necessary to retain 
the bill, and supervise the performance indefi- 
nitely.—Sewerage and Water Board of New 
Orleans v. Howard, U. S. C. C. of App., Fifth 
Circuit, 175 Fed. 555. 

103. Street Railroads.—A borough may 
maintain a bill in equity against a street rail- 
way company for specific performance of a 
contract, for laying additional track on a street, 
and for repahing the pavement.—Patton Tp. 
v. Monongahela St. Ry. Co., Pa., 75 Atl. 589. 


104. Taxation—Assessment of Omitted Prop- 
erty.—If a property owner was not given a 
hearing upon the assessment of property as 
omitted property, the assessment would be void. 
—Murrow v. Heath, Iowa, 125 N. W. 259. 

















105.._—Cancellation of Tax Deed.—aA bill for 
the cancellation of alleged illegal tax deeds 
cannot be maintained, where actual possession 
and the legal title are not united in plaintiff.— 
Solis v. Williams, Mass., 91 N. E. 148. 


196. Exemption.—A contract exemption 
from taxation does not survive a purchase by 
the state at foreclosure of the property and 
franchises of a railway company, and a subse- 
quent grant by the state made when the con- 
stitution prohibited the granting of special 
privileges as to taxation.—Great Northern Ry. 





Co. v. State of Minnesota, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. 
Ct. 344. 
107. Exemptions.—A parish house or a 





church held a “house of public worship,” exempt 
from taxation.—St. Paul’s Church y. Church of 
Concord, N. H., 75 Atl. 531. 


108.—Property Subject.—Loans by a foreign 
life insurance company to its policy holders, 
which are in fact charged against the reserve 
value of the borrowers’ policy, cannot be sub- 
jected to taxation by the state in which the 
borrowing policy holder’ resides.—Board of As- 
sessors of Parish of Orleans v. New York Life 
Ins. Co., U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 385. 


109. Redemption After Tax Sale.—The re- 
demption of real estate from a tax sale is whol- 
ly by statute, and the person seeking to redeem 
must follow the terms of the statute in order 
to assert his rights.—McNeil v. O’Brien, Mass., 
91 N. E. 138. 

110._—-Tax Sale.—On sale of property for 
nonpayment of taxes, a failure to comply ,with 
statutory requirements is fatal.—Charland v. 
Trustees of Home for Aged Women, Mass., 91 N. 
E. 146. 7 


111. Tenancy in Common—Purchase at Sale 
Under Deed of Trust.—A tenant in common is 
not forbidden. from purchasing the common 
property at public sale under a trust deed if he 
takes no unfair advantage of his co-owners.— 
Starkweather v. Jenner, U. S. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 
382. 

112. Tortse—Nature of Act.—A lawful act 
does not become unlawful so as to impose a 
civil liability hecause it is done maliciously or 
with bad_ motive.—Arnold v. Moffitt, R. IL, 75 
Atl. 502. 

113. Trade-Marks and Trade-Names — In- 
fringement.~The owner of a trade-mark or 
trade-mark in the words “Hunyadi Janos” fora 
natural bitter water held not entitled, in the 
absence of fraud to enjoin a manufacturer of 
an artificial bitter water from advertising it 
as “Artificial Hunyadi.”—Saxlehner v. Wagner, 
U. 8. S. C., 30 Sup. Ct. 298. 


114. Vendor and Purchaser—Option.—W here 
a written option is given for the purchase of 
real estate, a tender of the price makes mutu- 
ality in the contract relations of the parties.— 
South Florida Citrus Land Co. v. Walden, Fla.. 
51 So. 554. 


115. Possession as Constructive Notice.— 
When possession is consistent with the record 
title, the possession is not constructive notice 
of any different title or interest to a purchaser 
who has relied on the record, and has had no 
actual notice beyond what is thereby disclosed. 
—Sanguinetti v. Rossen, Cal., 107 Pac. 560. 


116. Weapons—Carrying Pistol.—While one 
may legally return a pistol which he has bor- 
rowed by carrying it on his person, he is not 
excused on the ground that he was returning 
it to the lender, if he went into a public as- 
sembly with it, instead of directly proceeding 
<. return it.—Veal v. State, Tex., 125 4 








117. Wills—Codicil.—When there has been a 
clear devise in a will, held, the terms of a 
codicil must be equally clear to change such 
devise.—Wells v. Fuchs, Mo., 125 S. W. 1137. 


118. Necessity of Probate.—A will without 
probate does not pass title to land, and the 
admission to probate in the foreign domicile 
of testator does not vest title to land in this 
state in the devisee.—Solis y. Williams, Mass., 
91 N. E 148 m 
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cies as creating separate contracts by 
each, 347. 


FORGERY, 
failure to set forth literal and exact copy 
of instrument in an indictment for forg- 
ery, 284. 


FRAUDS, STATUTE OF, 

whether a contract is for work and labor 
Or of sale, 365. 

postnuptial attempt to validate antenuptial 
agreements, 383. 

are executory contracts of marriage which 
are not to be performed within one year 
within the statute of frauds, 420. 





FREE SPEECH, 
historical interpretation of freedom of 
speech and of the press, 184, 201, 223. 


GARNISHMENT, 
exemption of pension money from garnish- 
ment under federal statute, 27. 
insolvency as giving to garnishee the right 
-§ —— an unmatured debt to him, 


GROSSCUP, 
Grosscup and his critics, 447. 


HEALTH, 
regulation as to licenses to undertakers as 
being in .conflict with the fourteenth 
amendment, 257. 


HIGHWAYS, 
See AUTOMOBILES. 
use of highways for advertisements calcu- 
lated to frighten horses, 147. . 


HOMICIDE, 
intoxication as affecting criminality in hom- 
icidal cases, 100, 102, 


HUMOR OF THE LAW, 
"17, 41, 66, 83, 104, 121, 139, 157, 175, 193, 
213,231, 249, 267, 285, 303, 421, 339, 356, 

375, 393, 411, 429, 465. 


HUSBAND AND WIFE, 
husband’s right of curtesy under the mar- 
ried women’s act—the Hageluken case, 29. 
privileged communication coming to the 
knowledge of third person, 75. * 


ILLEGALITY, 
See CONTRACTS. 


INCEST, 
admissibility of prior acts of intercourse 
in incest cases. 265. 


INDIANS, 
tribal land reserved for cemetery and jus- 
ticiable rights therein, 222. 


INDICTMENT, 
failure to set forth literal and exact copy 
of instrument in an indictment for forg- 

ery, 284. 


INFANCY, 
estoppel of infant to disaffirm based on mis- 


representation, 461, 463. 


INJUNCTION, 
without tender of the valid portion no in- 
junction will be granted restraining the 
collection of’ illegal] taxes, 314. 


INSANE PERSONS, : 
abolishment of the defense of insanity in 
criminal proceedings, 303. 
total disability in accident insurance—the 
influence of the rule of strict construction 
against insurer, 427. 


INSURANCE, 
See ACCIDENT INSURANCE, 
See FIRE INSURANCE. 
See LIFE INSURANCE, 


INTERNATIONAL LAW, 
See TREATIES. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS, P 
statute forbidding taking of ‘orders for 
intoxicating liquors, 309. 
occupation tax on C. O. D. liquor shipments, 
345. 


IRRIGATION, : 
See WATERS AND WATER COURSES. 


JUDGES, 
See COURTS. 
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JUDGMENTS, 

faith and credit clause of the constitution 
respecting decrees affecting real proper- 
ty in other states, 1. 

matters passed upon or decided by legis- 
lative bodies or special tribunals as 
things adjudged, 278, 410. 

_motion for new trial re-established where 
dicto was wrongfully sustained, 437. 

remittitur in verdicts where excess is not 
exactly calculated. 438. 


JURIES, 


limiting or peers right of peremptory ,. 


challenge, 28. 

serving witnesses and jurors by mail or 
telephone, 121. 

judges lecturing jurors because of 
verdict, 248. 


their 


JUVENILE COURT, 
the juvenile court acts and Christian Sci- 
ence—are children deprived of medical at- 
tention neglected children, 301. 


LABOR UNIONS, 
application of funds of a labor union under 
act of parliament, 138, 


LANDLORD AND TENANT, 
discharge of covenant against assignment— 
Dumper’s case, 6. 
suit for forfeiture for breach of repair, 38. 
surrender of premises by operation of law, 


78, 


LARCENY, 
is electricity the subject of larceny, 258. 


LAW AND LAWYERS, 

the students’ box in Engiand, 65. 

competition for divorce cases in San Fran- 
cisco, 82. 

the American corpus juris—a criticism and 
a suggestion, 127, 175. 

American Philosophical Society's 
contest, 375. 

a lawyer's ten commandments, 446. 

Grosscup and his critics, 447. 


LAW BOOKS, 
Miscellaneous, 
Loose Leaf Law Reports, 155. 
Murdoch’s Building a Law sSusiness, 15 
Schroeder's Free Press Anthology, 249. 
Baugh’s Estate Accounting, 267. 
Corporation Manual, 1910, 339. 
Bell on Principles of Argument, 356. 
Review of Encyclopedias, 
American and English Encyclopedia of Law 
and Practice, Vol. 2, 83. 
Cy eepedia of Law and Procedure, Vol. 34, 
193. 


prize essay 


Reviews of Reports, 
American State Reports, Vol. 128, 83. 
American State Reports, Vol. 129, 267. 
Americal Electrical Cases, Vol. 4, 321. 
Reviews of Text sooks, 
Nichols on the Power of Eminent Domain, 


41. 
Ewell’s Manual of Medical Jurisprudence, 
248, 


Municipal Franchises, Vol. 1, 339. 
Steele on Agency, 339. 
Sutherland on Code Pleading, 411. 


LEGISLATURE, 
matters passed upon or decided by legis- 
lative bodies or special tribunals as 
things adjudged, 278, 410. 


LIBEL AND SLANDER, 
evidence given that article was not intend- 
ed to refer to any living person, 38. 
quantum of proof to sustain justification in 
accusation of perjury, 146. 
is dictation to a stenographer a publication 
in the law of libel, 277. 


LIFE INSURANCE, 
construction of incontestable clause in life 
policy, 240. 
condition in note for loan on policy void 
for usury, 276. 


motion for judgment non obstante vere-: 





MARRIAGE, 
marriage brokerage contracts invalid wheth- 
a — to procure or hasten marriage, 
» 36, 
are executory contracts of marriage which 
are not to be performed within one year 
within the statute of frauds, 420. 


MASTER AND SERVANT, 

deviation from course of employment, 75. 

liability of employer for medical services 
rendered to employee on request of his 
agent in emergency cases, 118, 119. 

the humanitarian doctrine as to last clear 
chance as respecting employees, 163. 

master’s duty and Servant’s assumption of 
risk, 329. 

constitutionality of statute requiring em- 
ployer to state true cause of discharge, 


humanitarian doctrine as applied t) em- 
Pployees of a railroad company 419. 


MAXIMS, 
exception to the rule ex turpi causa non 
oritur actio, 292. 


MECHANIC’S LIEN, 
continuous account under mechanic's lien 
statutes, 181. 


MINES AND MINING 
fatal accident caused by explosion due to 
alleged breach of statutory rules, 39. 
condemnation proceedings for mining pur- 
poses, 167. 


MISTAKES, 
liability of refund where payment is made 
under mistake of fact, 


MONOPOLIES, 
does the common law prohibit a monopoly 
by purchase, 40. 


MORTGAGE, 
right of second mortgagee on foreclosure 
of first mortgage to sue on covenant, 14. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS, 

pleading in the municipal court act of Chi- 
cago founded in misconception of funda- 
mental principles, 237. 

matters passed tuzpon or decided by legis- 
lative bodies or special tribunals as things 
adjudged, 278, 410. 

destruction of shade trees by a city in street 
improvement, 318, 320. 

* the various forms of commission governs 

ment, 384. 


NEGLIGENCE, 

See AUTOMOBILES. 

a swing door in an infant school as @ 
dangerous device, 120. 

invitation to children to play in a field, 138. 

the humanitarian doctrine as to last clear 
chance as respécting employees, 163. 

the doctrine of non-imputable negligence 
of drivers of vehicles the same in negli- 
gence by third persons as in actions 
against masters, 228, 230. 

the application of res ipsa loquitur to the 
ease of material falling from structures 
over or abutting upon streets and high- 
ways, 298, 300. 

injury caused by bargain counter announce- 
ment in a crowded store, 348. 


NUISANCE, 
See SEWERS. 
See DRAINS AND DRAINAGE DISTRICTS. 


OBSCENITY, 
historical interpretation of freedom of 
speech and of the press, 184, 201, 223. 


PARTITION, 
the right to partition in kind, 129. 


PARTNERSHIP, 
English and American rule as to partner- 
ship assets in land, 151, 152. 
partnership conducting its business by cor- 
porations as instrumentalities, 255. 
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PENSIONS, 
exemption of pension money from garnish- 
ment under federal statute, 


PERJURY, 
prosecution for perjury on an affidavit for 
change of venue, 110. 


PHYSICIANS AND SURG#ONS, 
liability of employer for medical services 
rendered to employee on request of his 
agent in emergency cases, 118, 119. 


PLEADING, “ 

pleading estoppel under the general issue— 
a criticism of the Balsewicz case, 5. 

Pleading in the municipal court act of. Chi- 
cago founded in misconception of funda- 
mental principles, 237. 

theory of the case—wrecker of the 
294, 311, 402, 455. 


POST OFFICES AND POST ROADS, . 
using mails to effect a fraudulent scheme, 4. 


POWERS, 
release inter vivos of testamentary power of 
appointment, 15. 


PRINCIPAL AND AGENT, 
stock exchange as to 


law, 


secret 


rule of election by creditor where principal 


of an agent is subsequently discovered, 
PRINCIPAL AND SURETY, 
liability of surety after release of princi- 


pal debtor, 154. 
PRISONS, 


actions for injuries occurring in prison 
houses, 51. 
PROCESS, 
serving witnesses and jurors by mail or 


telephone, 121. 
exemption from civil process while in at- 
tendance upon court, 199. 


PUBLIC POLICY, 
See CONFL ICT OF LAWS. 


PUBLIC OFFICERS, 
action for injuries 
houses, 51. 


PURE FOOD LAW, 
See ADULTERATION. 


RAILROADS, 
excessive penalties affecting the validity of 
maximum rate regulation, 381. 


RATE REGULATION, 
See WATERS AND WATER COURSES. 
excessive penalties aftecting the validity of 
maximum rate regulation, 381. 


occurring in prison 


RECEIVER, 
equitable execution by appointment of a re- 
ceiver, 27. 
RELIGIOUS SOCIETIES, 
repulsion from holy communion in the 


chureh—right of action for, 63. 

religious corporations defined with refer- 
ence to the constitution ncaa its 
taking title to real estate, 221. 


SEWERS, 
See DRAINS AND DRAINAGE DISTRICTS. 


SHIPS AND SHIPPING, 
construction of cancelling clause in charter 
party, 138. 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE, 
the principle of implied coercion forbidding 
suits for specific performance where wife 
refuses to convey, 282, 283. 


STARE DECISIS, 
effect of statute prohibiting reversals of 
former decision, 276. 
effect of overruling opinion of court of last 
resort on rights acquired on opinion over- 
ruled, 366. 





STATUTES, 
the rule of ejusdem generis in the con- 
struction of statutes, 3. 
federal independence in the interpretation 
of state statutes, 145, 240. 


TAXATION, 
constitutionality of federal corporation tax, 
91, 259, 355. 
without ‘tender of the valid portion no in- 
junction will be granted restraining the 
collection of illegal taxes, 314. 
— tax on C. O. D. liquor shipment, 
a. ° 


TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES, 
duty to use telephone in delivery of mes- 
sage received at night, 419. 


THEORY OF THE CASE, 
wrecker of the law, 294, 311, 402, 455. 


TRADE-MARKKS AND TRADE-NAMES, 
damages not recoverable for innocent in- 
fringement of trade-mark, 


TREATIES, 
changing domicile under treaty rights, 166. 
the inter-relation of treaties through the 
highly favored nation clause, 436. 


TRIAL AND. PROCEDURE, 
comments of federal judges in jury tri- 


als, 147. 

theory of the case—wrecker of the law, 
294, 311, 402, 455. 

reforming procedure by abolishing the 
law, 302 


motion for new trial re-established where 
motion for judgment non obstante vere-. 
dicto was wrongfully sustained, 437. 

Justice Brewer’s solemn warning against 
divorce proceedings in camera, 465. 


USURY 
condition in note for loan on policy void for 
usury, 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER, 
quit-claim grantees and quit- ~claien deeds in 
chains of title, effect of, 10, 


VERDICTS, 
remittitur in verdicts where excess is not 
exactly calculable, 438. 


WAIVER, 
motion for new trial re-established where 
motion for judgment non obstante vere- 
dicto was wrongfully sustained, 437. 


WARRANTY, 
expense of successful defense by grantee 
against legal title for equitable reasons 
unenforceable, 365. 


WATERS AND WATER COURSES, 

rights of surface owner in underground 
streams and percolating waters for irri- 
gating purposes, 3 

judicial regulation of rates charged by irri- 
gation companies in tne absence of statu- 
tory provisions, 296. 

granting favored customers 
maximum water rates, 327. 

liability of owner of irrigation ditch for 
damages arising from its construction and 
maintenance, 349. 


WILLS, 
trust to convert realty, 81. 
duty of nominated executor to offer will for 
probate and right to expenses after suc- 
cessful contest, 335, 337. 


WITNESSES, 
serving witnesses and jurors by mail or 
telephone, 121 
exemption from civil preseus while in at- 
tendance upon court, 19 
failure to raise hand While taking the oath, 
465. 


less than 


WORK AND LABOR, 
See LABOR UNIONS. 








SUBJECT-INDEX 


TO ALL THE “DIGESTS OF CURRENT OPINIONS” IN VOL. 70. 





This subject-index contains a reference under its appropriate head to every digest of cur- 


rent opinions which has appeared in the volume. The references, of course are to the pages up- 


on which the digest may be found, There are no cross-references, but each digest is indexed 


herein under that head, for which it would most naturally occur to a searcher to look. It 


will be understood that the page to which referencc, by number, 1s made, may contain more 
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Abatement and Revival—premature action, 214; 
revival of action, 466; substitution of par- 
ties, 214. 

Abduction—prosecution, 286. 

Abortion—accomplice, 268; degree of proof, 122. 

Abstracts of Title—privity of contract, 448. 


Insurance—cause of death, 140; ex- 
84; failure to 


Accident 
tension of terms of policy, 
follow physician’s directions, 158; investi- 
gation of claim, 448; voluntary exposure, 
394; waiver, 18; waiver of rights to proofs 
of loss, 268. 





Accord and Satisfaction—checks, 158; condi- 
tions, 158: liquidated demand, 140; paid in 
full, 18; payment by check, 158. 

Account—fiduciary, 194. 

Account Stated—nature, 394. 

Acknowledgment—conclusiveness, 340; ground 


of impeachment, 67; impeachment, 122. 


Action—joinder, 122, 412; rights and remedies, 
232; right of surviving partner, 394; split- 
ting cause of action, 466; surviving partner, 
176. 


Adjoining Landowners—care required in mak- 


ing excavations, 466; injuries from_blast- 
ing, 412; lateral support, 250; negligence, 
41z; spite fences, 176. 


Seana, 140; validity of mortgage, 
176. 


Adoption—domicile, 214; validity, 268. 


Adulteration—coloring kerosene oil, 232; water- 


ed milk, 
Adultery—persons entitled to prosecute, 268. 
Adverse Possession—occupancy, 214; occupation 


relation of parties, 42; 
rights of squatters, 376; streets, 105; ad- 
missions of title in another, 268; attorn- 
ment, 67; claim of ownership, 232; color of 
title, 67, 84, 250; continui.y, of possession, 
84, 194; deed, 448; effect as against munici- 
pal corporations, 122; evidence, 322; exclu- 
Sive possession, 286; intent, 18; interlock of 
patents, 340; partition, 250. 


under tax deed, 42; 





| 


Agriculture—negligence at fairs, 268. 
Aliens—Chinese, 24; exclusion of Chinese, 232; 
naturalization, 357; right to property, 122. 


Alteration of Instruments—addition of name of 


witness, 105; authority of holder, 105; 
change by stranger, 42; deeds, 140; effect, 


340; filling in blanks, 448; right to sue on 
debt 286. 


Animals—dangerous animals, 18; fences, 214; 
killing with intent to steal, 250; knowledge 
of viciousness, 122; liability of owner, 84; 
police powers, 268; recording brands, 18; 
regulations, 194; stock law, 158. 


Appeal—estoppel to allege error, 376; abstract 
of record, 18; abstract of the record, 84; ab- 
stract of record, 268; affirmance, 158; appeal 
bond, 232; appealable orders, 412; bill of ex- 
ceptions, 268; consent of parties, 430; de- 
termination of trial court, 340; finding of 
fact, 104; harmless error, 140, 194; interven- 
tion, 18; joint trial, 84; motion for new 
trial, 105; order appointing referee, 430; or- 
der of discontinuance, 286; pleadings, 84; 
proceedings for land registration, 250; rea- 
sons for decision, 84; record on appeal, 140; 
remanding for dismissal, 84; remoteness of 
evidence, 42; review, 232, 340; restraining 
order, 158; review of fac.s, 67; right of re- 
view, 304; time to appeal, 304. 

Appearance—objection to jurisdiction, 1250. 

Arbitration and AWward—agreement, 105; sub- 
missions, 158; sufficiency of award, 430. 


Arrest—arrest in 


civil action, 122; bench war- 
rant, 268; 


extradition, 18. ; 
Arson—evidence of motive, 122. 
and 

122; 


214; 


Assault 
gestae, 
defense, 


Battery—civil liberty, 
resisting a trespass, 
what constitutes, 340. 


140; 
18; 


res 
self- 


Assignment—expectancies, 232; fund due sub- 
contractor, 268; necessity of writing, 140; 
rights assignabie, 304; rights of assignees, 


232; validity, 158; who may sue, 304. 


Assignment for Benefit of Creditors—agreement 
among creditors, 176: rights of assignee, 
394; sale of property, 340. 

Associations—agents 448; 

seal, 105. 


agreements under 
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Attachment—affidavit, 105; attorney’s fees; 42; 
bond, 286; claims of third persons, 158; 
claim of third person, 340; corporate shares, 
176; debt fraudulently contracted, 214; 
forthcoming bond, 340; interpleader by sell- 
er, 18; intervention by seller, 67; motion 
for discharge, 357; property of non-resident, 
232; rebutting on two grounds, 448; right 
to seize goods in transit, 18. 


Attorney and Client—acting for more than one 
party, 194; authority, 250; authority to 
compromise, 67; authority to compromise, 
376; bail of surety, 250; contempt, 140; dis- 
barment, 42; disbarment, 84; effect of com- 
promise of action, 412; effect of suspension 
of attorney, 250; knowledge of attorney, 
412; liberty of speech 140; liens, 326; liens, 
340; misconduct of attorney, 67; nature of 
relation, 322; retainer, 448; suspension of 
attorney, 105; undue influence, 214. 


Auctions and Auctioneers—right to codify, 42. 
Audita Querala—execution, 268. 


Bail—custodiy of accused pending rehearing, 
412; custody of the law, 557; deposit in lieu 
of bond, 122; judgment, 84; personal cash 
deposit of defendant, 268; remission, 42. 


Bailment—conversion, 322, 376; gratuitious 
bailment, 194; liability of bailee, 176; plead- 
ings, 268. | 


Bankruptey—act of bankruptcy, 466; ac- 
tion by trustee, 326; adjudication, 357, 394; 
amendment, 448; ancilliary proceedings, 466; 
appointment of receiver, 140, 314; appoint- 
ment of trustee, 412; attachment, 42, 466; 
attorney's fees, 466; avoidance b trustee, 
268; burden to show release of debt, 18; 


compelling production of books, 466; com- 
pensation. 84; composition, 84; conditional 
sales, 357, 376; constitutional provisions, 
140; constructive corporations, 376; con- 


tempt, 67, 286; contract labor, 140; convic- 
tion of perjury, 140; corporation subject to 
aid, 140, 158, 176; discharge, 67, 84, 322; duty 
of receiver, 232; effect of discharge, 268, 448; 
election of trustee, 232; equitable lien, 394; 
examination of bankrupt, 232; exemptions, 
394; false statement in writing, 876; for- 
eign corporations, 232; fraudulent convey- 
ance, 304; fraudulent transfer, 376; grounds 
for refusal of discharge, 357; homestead 
rights, 180; infant bankrupt, 448; involun- 
tary proceedings, 232, 412; joint note, 123; 
jurisdiction of court, 176; jurisdiction of 


federal court, 357; jurisdiction of state 
court, 466; landlord and tenant, 412; land- 
lord’s claim for rent, 466; liability of re- 


ceivers, 105; liens, 42, 394; lien claims, 466; 
lien for rent, 122, 357; measure of proof, 
141; mode of review, 141; mortgage, 141, 
376; nature of corporate business, 141; part- 
nership, 357; partnership assets, 394; pend- 
ing litigation, 394; power of court, 232; 
preferences, 122; priority, 42, 466; referee, 
42, 141; property passing to trustee, 286; 
removal of trustee, 232: reopening estate, 
232; rights of creditors, 357; rights of trus- 


tees, 42, 122, 141, 214, 412: sale of prop- 
erty in dispute, 176; set-off against bank-. 
rupt after discharge, 357; setting agide 
order, 232; suit against stockholders, 141; 


wage earners, 412: 
what are assets, 466. 


waiver of dower, 42; 


Banks and Banking—action to recover deposit, 
269; agreement to negotiate note, 412: bona 
fide purchaser, 430; control and regulation, 
326; deposits, 286, 304, 357; dissolution, 67; 
fraudulent insolvency, 269, insolvency, 322; 
liens, 141; making false entries 376; mis- 
application of funds, 67, 376; misappropria- 
tion, 180; mistake in crediting account, 176; 
national banks 322; notice to director, 250; 
officers, 122; payment of check improperly 
signed, 322; paymert of forged check, 105. 
250; power to purchase land, 466; powers of 
national bank, 4646; promise to pay debt of 
another, 176; receiving deposits, 214; repre- 





sentation by officers, 357; who may be in- 
voluntary bankrupt, 466; rights and liabili- 
ties, 105. 


Bastards—evidence as to legitimacy, 85; le- 
gitimization, 214. ‘ 


Benefit Societies—assessment rate, 358; amend- 
ment of constitution, 122; beneficiaries, 412; 
by-laws, 85; domicile, 105; forfeiture of 
certificate, 43; forfeiture of insurance, 43; 
increase in rate of assessment, 105; non- 
payment of assessment, 269; proofs of death, 
67; validity of by-laws, 214. 


Bills and Notes—acceptance of draft, 176; ac- 
commodation, 43; accommodation indotser, 


467; accommodation maker, 304; action. on 
note, 326; assignment of sale, 358; bona 
fides, 18, 43; bona fide holders, 105; bona 
tide purchaser, 67, 122, 467; burden of prov- 
ing credits, 43; burden of proving judg- 
ment, 85; certificate of deposit, 286; 


consideration, 18, 67, 232. 250, 413; 
counsel fees, 43; delivery, 176; duebill, 105; 
execution, 322; forged check, 269; fraud, 
448; innocent purchaser, 67; insertion of 
date, 158; insolvency of maker, 286; mis-< 
take of law, 214; negotiability, 214; 326; 
payment in work, 430; power of transferee 
for collection, 448; prima facie case, 180, 
194; principal and surety, 326; purchase af- 
ter maturity, 413; right of action, 68; right 
to sue, 43; sale of check to corporations, 
376; statutes, 358; sufficiency of evidence, 
158; taking without notice, 176; title, 250; 
transfers without endorsement, 85. 


Bonds—formal requisites, 376; utility, 467. 


Boundaries—beginning corner, 413; admissibil- 
ity of evidence, 394; calls of quantity, 358; 
contracts, 322; control of monuments, 194; 
description, 430; disputed boundaries, 430; 
division line, 123; evidence, 68; establish- 
ment, 105; establishment by agreement, 85; 
land under water, 43; limitation, 18; monu- 
ments, 448; possession of part of tract, 68; 
presumption, 233; proceedings to establish, 
158; riparian rights, 68; water and water 
courses, 358. 


Breach of marriage promise—pecuniary condi- 
tion, 430; renunciation of contract, 413. 
Brokers—action for compensation, 376; agree- 
ment for compensation, 194; authority to 
sell land, 194; commissions, 19, 214, 250, 
304, 448; compensation, 326; confidential re- 
lations, 105; contracts, 141, 233, 413; dis- 
charge, 250; duty to disclose facts, 158; em- 
ployment, 430; inconsistent relations, 194; 
revocation of authority, 358; right of owner 
to sell property, 467; sale of real ,estate, 
233; withdrawal of authority, 376; wrong- 

ful revocation of authority 467. 
Associations—borrowing 


Building and Loan 


member, 214; estoppel, 19; withdrawal of 
stock, 233. 
Building Contracts—destruction by fire, 43; 
Burglary—evidence, 194; intent, 123; night- 


time, 304; possession of stolen property, 
85, 123, 233; want of consent of owner, 467. 


Concellation of Instruments—deeds -executed 
without authority, 326; married woman’s 
deed, 233; restoration of consideration, 413; 
sufficiency of evidence, 438; surrender of 
benefits, 105; undue influence, 43, 68, 105. 


Carriers—Accrual of cause of action, 123; act of 
God, 176, 214; action for loss of freight, 
269; bill off lading, 413; breach of contract, 
430; carriage of dangerous Substances, 141; 
carriage of goods, 286, 326; carriage of live- 
stock, 214; carriage of passengers, 194; 
colored person, 326; contributory negli- 
gence, 85; co-partners, 448; damage to 
freight, 123; damages for delay in deliv- 
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ery, 141; delay in transportation, 394; de- 
livery of goods, 286; destruction of freight, 
194; ejection of passenger, 250, 269; estop- 
pel, 413; grant of exclusive privileges, 141; 
imputed negligence, 430; injury to animals 


on track, 377; injury to goods, 269; injury 
to guest in bus, 413; injury to licensees, 
269; injury to live stock, 269; injury to 
passenger, 123, 269, 377;. injury to ship- 
ment, 377; liability for stolen goods, 448; 
limitation of liability, 123, 141, 413; live 
stock shipment, 68, 394; loss by public 


enemy, 269; loss of freight, 43; misdelivery, 


449; misdescription of goods shipped, 269; 
mistake in freight rate, 233; negligence, 
413, 467: notice of arrival of goods, 377; 


notice of claim, 19; passengers, 413; passen- 
ger elevator, 214: penalties for refusal to 
receive freight, 430; personal baggage, 322; 
persons entitled to sue, 467; place of de- 
livery, 68: prima facie negligence, 250; rate 
for switching cars, 322; ratification of un- 
autlorized act, 233; rebates, 43, 358; refusal 
to sell ticket, 322; res ipsa loquitur, 141; 


riding on platform, 449; scope of employer's: 


liability, 68; shipment of goods, 194; stop- 
page in transit, 68; terminal changes, 141; 
value of live stock carried, 377; variance, 


449; wrong date of ticket, 159. 


Carriers of Freight—persons who may sue, 158. 


of Goods—bill of lading, 43, 105; 
freight in custodia legis, 19; liability as 
warehouseman, 105; limitation of liability, 
106, 413; limitation on value of goods, 106; 
notice of claim, 19; power of legislature, 
85; rebates, 44. 


Carriers 


Carriers of Live Stock—rest yards, 19. 


Carriers of Passengers—alighting passengers, 
19; care required, 85; crowded trains, 448; 
forfeiting rights of passenger, 85; injury to 
alighting passenger, 43; injury to passenger, 
85, 158; proximate cause, 19; when relation 
begins, 19. 


Certiorari—right to remedy, 377; scope of re- 
view, 214. 
Champerty and Maintenance—champertous 


agreements, 85; champertous transaction, 
250; conveyance by person in possession, 
19; deed by person not in possession, 233. 


Charities—authority to borrow money, 304; 
designation Of trustee, 141; gifts, 68; lia- 
bility for negligence of employees, 194; 
negligence of servant, 250. 

Chattel Mortgages—defective description, 413; 
description of property, 106, 141, 413; due 


process of law, 85; extinguishment, 286; fore- 
closure bond, 141; lien, 340; mistake in 
maker’s name, 413; payment, 449; power of 
sale, 377; redemption, 123; rights of mort- 
gages, 214; sale by mortgagor, 123; sale of 
property by mortgagor, 358; true value on 
sale, 449: validity, 141, 341; validity as to 
creditor, 358 


Civil Rights—equal privileges, 123. 
Clerks of Courts—compensation, 358. 


Colleges and Universities, 304. 


Commerce—employer’s liability act, 395; license 
tax, 3858: peddlers’ license, 449; shipment 
of liquors, 341. 


Common Law—adoption, 159. 


Compromise and Settlement—consideration, 176, 
341, 


Coniusion of Goods—remedies, 304. 


Conspiracy—civil liability, 269; confession, 43; 
inducing purchase of worthless check, 214; 
insanity proceedings, 19; overt act, 43; prior 
advertising, 269; prosecution and punish- 
ment, 341. 





Constitutional Law—act regulating barbering, 
194; delegating legislative power, 19, 123, 
194; depriving defendant of lawful de- 
fense, 19; determination of constitutional 
questions, 413; drains, 214; drinking intoxi- 
cants, 215; druggist’s permits, 286; due 
process, 43, 195, 251; equal protection, 68, 
85; execution and probate of will, 215; for- 
bidding burial within municipal limits, 467; 
governmental powers, 159; impairing con- 
tract obligations, 251; impairment of con- 
tract, 43; impleading a party on day of 
trial, 19; jurisdiction not to be restricted, 
449; legislative powers, 413; liberty to 
choose occupation, 341; licenses, 286; license 
tax on hawkers and peddlers, 176; licensing 
undertakers, 286; parole of prisoner, 215, 
395; personal liberty, 123; police powers, 
2338, 287, 377, 430; power of village to pro- 


hibit pool rooms, 467; presumption of va- 
lidity, 43; public service corporation, 68; 
railroad tax exemption, 19; regulation of 


game, 377; regulation of railroad rates, 
195; residence in state, 358; retroactive 
statutes, 341; right of trial by jury, 413; 
right to acquire and protect property, 85; 
right to sell intoxicating liquor, 449 self- 
executing provisions, 430; special acts, 43; 
state regulation of railroads, 159; statute 
limiting hours of labor, 287; subjecting ex- 
empt property to executor, 19; taxation, 
§5; usurpation of administrative function 
by courts, 304. 


Contempt—acts constituting, 19; improper lan- 
guage in brief, 430; improper statement in 
brief, 233; probate courts, 195; questions of 
fact, 123. 


Contracts—abandonment, 322; acceptance, 341, 
395; action for breach, 68; agreement to 
operate corporation as partnership, 467; as- 
set of parties, 467; assumption of contract, 
304; building contracts, 322; cancellation, 
68; collateral or independent contracts, 19; 
compensation, 233; completion of building, 
176; conditional acceptance, 68; considera- 
tion, 44, 68, 106, 159, 251; construction, 176, 
395; credit insurance, 413; defense of forg- 
ery, 449; demand of payment, 44; destruc- 
tion of subject matter, 159; duration, 44; 
duress, 44, 287; express and implied con- 
tracts, 322; extras, 341; fraud 44; husband 
and wife, 106; ignorance of contents, 177; 
illewality, 68, 123, 395; implied terms, 68; 
inadequacy of price, 449; limitation in con- 
tract, 68; misrepresentation, 44; misrepre- 
sentations as to contents, 430; obstruction, 
233; pari delicto, 449; performance, 44, 195, 
233, 395; public policy, 44: quantum, me- 
ruit, 377; rescission, 377, 430; restraint of 
trade, 19, 44; right to terminate, 19; taking 
effect, 341: time for payment. 159: validity, 
159, 322, 358; want of consideration, 123; 
when payable, 431. 


Contribution—accrual of right, 341; joint wrong- 

doer, 304; statutory provisions, 377. 
Convicts—admission of evidence, 233: convict 
labor, 195; corporal punishment, 


Copyrights—assignment, 177; expiration, 395; 
infringements, 85; sufficiency of notice, 395. 


Corporations—apparent authority of officers, 
322; apppointment of receiver, 159; author- 
ity of general manager, 19, 177; authority to 
bind, 20: breach of contract, 304; compli- 
ance with statutory requirements of for- 
eign acts, 195; consideration, 377; contracts, 
269: contract of promoters, 68; corporate 
seal, 20: counties, 358; criminal responsi- 
bility, 413; discharge, 140; dissolution, 368; 
dividends, 44; doing business in foreign 
state, 269: duress, 177; fiduciary relation, 
44: foreign inferiority of to domestic, 44; 
foreign corporations, 106, 449; fraud, 68; 
garnishment, 287; interest in profits, 413; 
jurisdiction of court, 140, 467; knowledge of 
corporate officers, 467; legal existence, 44; 
liabilities of corvorate officer, 159: liability 
of officer, 177; liens, 141; measure of proof, 
141; misrepresentation in sale of stock, 
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233; namés, 269; obligation of agent, 467; 
occupation tax, 377; officers, 159, 358; offi- 
cer’s liability to corporation, 304; partner- 
ship, 141; pending application for renewal 
of liquor license, 141; personal property, 
44; pleadings, 287; pledge of stock, 44; pow- 
ers of directors n fixing salaries, 377; 
powers of officers, 377; preferred stockhold- 
ers, 44; purchase of stock, 20, 123, 233, 269; 
purposes, 323; receivers, 159; residence of 
president, 20; right of purchaser of as- 
sets, 86; right of stockholder to inspect 
books, 358; right to acquire real estate, 106; 
right to defend action, 86; right to hold 
real estate, 215; right to sue on bond, 20; 


sale of iand, 449; sale of stock, 106, 177, 
395: ‘secret profits, 305; service of foreign 
corporation, 251; subscription, 68; title to 


property, 305; torts of agent, 68; transfer of 
assets, 106, 377; transfer of stock, 68, 106; 
transfer of stock certificate, 323; trustees, 
215: ultra vires, 44, 195, 215, 233, 305; ultra 
vires acts, 159; ultra vires contracts, 233; 
use of corporate name, 431; use of similar 
name, 287; validity of rule, 195; voidable 
preference, 141. 


Costs—cost of printing abstract, 358; effects of 
set-off or counterclaim, 395; executor and 
administrator, 215; parties liable, 269; pre- 
vailing party. 395; taxation, 177. 


Counties—officfal duties, 251; validity of con- 
tracts, 251;-abuse of discretion, 341. 


Courts—alias summons, 251; amendment by 
nune pro tune order, 176; appealable orders, 
106: appointment of temporary keeper of 
property, 86; change of venue, 106; concur- 
rent jurisdiction, 413; constitutional ques- 
tions, 86; definition of terms, 44; diversity 
of citizenship, 233, 359; encroachment on 
legislature, 69; error to state court, 359; 
full faith and credit, 233; incumbrance, 195; 
jurisdiction, 177, 431; municipal ordinance, 
359: presumption as to jurisdiction, 377; 
previous decision as controlling, 377; rules 
of decision, 359; stare decisis, 20, 431; ter- 
ritorial supreme court, 467. 


Covenants—breach, 20, 69; construction, 270; dam- 
ages for breach, 86, 377; discharge, 69; ease- 
ment not breach of contract, 449: incumb- 
rance, 215; persons entitled to enforce, 233; 
restrictive building covenant, 106, 195; rune 
ning with land, 44, 283; statements by wife 
of accused, 44: warranty, 44, 467; warranty 
of fee simple title, 86; words of grant, 341. 


Creditor’s Suit—judgment against but one part- 
ner, 177; scope of remedy, 341. 


Evidence—admissibility, 86, 377, 395; 
of counsel, 323; articles taken 
of accused. 86; credibility, 
395; dying declaration, 20; experts, 20; 
former convicion, 86; good character, 305; 
insanity, 323; other offenses, 341; reception 
of evidence, 215; showing illwill, 20; testi- 
mony of accomplice, 215. 


Criminal 
admission 
from possession 


after 
176; appeal by state, 
taken from ac- 


Law—accessory 
breach, 


Criminal 
action for 
86: articles wrongfully 
cused, 431: assault with intent to rape, 
341: competency of witness, 86; continu- 
ance, 323: effect of appeal, 86; election of 
remedies, 86: confessions, 251; failure to 
call wife as witness, 106; failure to examine 
witness, 251: false pretenses, 270; harmless 
error, 86; intent, 305, 377; intoxicating 
liquors, 68; judicial notice, 270; jurisdic- 
tion, 323: limiting argument of counsel, 106; 
maintaining liquor nuisance, 323; necessity 
of exemption, 86; new trial, 69; offenses 
against liquor law, 341; opinion evidence, 
159: place of residence, 377; principals, 142; 
reception of evidence, 195; reputation, 318; 


several pleas, 195: statute of limitation, 
395: sufficiency, 395; testimony of accom. 
plice, 878; threat of perjury prosecution, 


177: want of arraignment, 106; acts of co- 
defendant, 378. 


the fact, 20; 





Criminal Trial—appeal by government, 251; 
custody pending appeal, 20; directing 
verdict against accused, 449; discharge 
of jury, 159; disposition of cause, 177; evi- 
dence illegally obtained, 44; former ac- 
quittal, 123;. former jeopardy, 159, 378; im- 
proper argument, 159; instruction, 215, 270, 
431; judicial notice, 177, 431; limiting num- 
ber of witnesses, 287; misconduct of jury, 
159, 251; petition for new trial, 159; physical 
examination of accused, 215; plea in abate- 
ment, 215; pr ce of acc d, 123; record 
destroyed, 20; removal of prisoner to ar- 
other federal district, 378; right to grand 
jury minutes, 449; self-defense, 215; state- 
ee by. a “‘e bacon a jurisdictional 

. ; verdict o u 
305; witnesses, 159 ee ° 





Crops—contract 159; personal property, 395. 


Cartggy—aeteppet, 378; right to income to land, 


Customs and Usages—effect as applied to con- 


tracts, 341; unlawful customs - 
Sy eunerauk. Bae t , 449; exclusion 


Customs Duties—false entry, 86. 


Damages—agegravation of unsound physical - 
dition, 378; death, 396; death, 30: breach of 
contract, 45, 305, 359, 395; destruction of 
crops, 431; duty to reduce wages, 123; ex- 
cessive damages, 287; excessive verdict, 177: 
election, 8&6; exemplary, 45; exemplary 
damages, 69, 287; extent of liability, 395: 
impairment of earning capacity, 45, 86: in- 
juries to animals, 142: injuries to wife, 20: 
liquidated damages, 305, 378; loss of prop- 


erty, 123; married woman, 69: matur 
‘ ; ed 

crops, 86; measure, 215; measure of dam- 

ages, 323; medical expenses, 431; mental 


anguish, 69, 378; mental sufferin : 
mitigation ‘of reduction, 396: Sioesuat = 
juries, 142, 215, 234, 396: personal liberty. 
195; pleadings, 234; presumption, 234: prof- 
its, 20; proximate cause, 20: punitive dam- 
ages, 378; refusal of buyer to accept goods 
359; right’ to recover, 69; warning against 
sympathy, 159; stipulation in lease, 215. 


Death—action for death, 142; action for negli- 
gent death, 270; distribution under statute 
for wrongful death, 378; foreign statutes 
359; matters precluded, 160; measure of 
—_- 9d yess: gens 234: proximate 
cause, 45, 2; right of action, . ' 
action, 449, peta =: 


Death by Wronegfnl Act—theory 
right to sue, 20. ie ae 
Dedication—accentance, 305, 396: acts consti- 
tuting, 287; designation of square, 287; eane- 
ment, 467; intention to dedicate, 414: state 
lands in municipality, 449. 


Deeds—acceptance. 86; blank deed, 341: con- 
struction, 45, 142, 234, 3238: delivery, 431; 
destruction of property, 251: estate con- 
veved, 359; habendum clause, 45; illegal con- 
sideration, 45; loss or relinquishment of 
right, 106; medical expenses, 431; persons 
affected, 234: presumption, 431: restraint of 
alienation, 287; setting aside, 20; sufficiency 
of description, 106; title of grantor, 359: 
undue influence, 45, 378, 431. : 


Deposition—certificate of officer taking, 86; dis- 
interested party, 449. 


Descent and Distribution—claims against dis- 
tributees, 251; construction of station, 270; 
payment of inheritance. 142; proof of heir- 
ship, 431; real estate, 20; sale of land, 270; 
voluntary nonsuit, 160. 


Detinue—verdict, 414. 


Discovery—insvection of premises, 449; physical 
examination, 414. 
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Nonsuit—dismissal as to co- 
party, 215; joint defendants, 142; unreason- 
able delay in bringing, suit, 124; want of 
prosecution, 305. 


Dismissal and 


Disturbance of Public Assemblage—elements of 
offense, 359. 


_Divorce—abatement, 234; alimony, 124; alimony 
and suit money, 124; appeal, 341; attorney’s 
fees, 359; compromise by allowing of ali- 
mony, 20; cruelty, 431; custody of children, 


87: desertion, 45; division of property, 431; 
effect on tenancy by the entirety, 124; ex- 
tent of relief, 234; interlocutory, 431; lia- 
bility for wife’s attorney's fees, .414; lien 
of alimony, 449; support of children, 124. 
Domicile—establishment 251. 
Dower—assignment, 160; assignability of in- 
choate dower, 45; conveyance in fraud to 
wife, 878: estate acquired, 106; inchoate, 
45: inchoate rights, 467; nature, 431; rights 


of widow, 142; transfer, 396; waiver, 359. 


Drains—notice of repairs, 69; order establish- 
ing ditch, 20; payment of expenses, 234; 


proceedings according to law, 216; right of 


abutting owner, 234; two-thirds re- 
monstrance, 270. 

Druggists—sale of drugs, 359. 

Easements—an implied right of passage, 87; 


appurtenant, 45; creation, 359; duration, 287; 
establishment, 69; extinguishment, 323; how 
created, 45: intangible right, 21; private 
right of way, 142; reservation in deed, 142; 


water rights, 234; right of way, 106, 287; 
ways of necessity, 160, 234, 467. 

Ejectment—burden of proof, 341; payment of 
taxes as proof of ownership, 21; persons 
entitled, 396; pleadings, 323; possession of 
plaintiff, 468; strength of defendant's title, 
69: title to easement, 396; title to property, 
323. 

Election—hballots, 124, 195; buying votes, 323; 
contest, 359. , 

Election of Remedies—condemnation proceed- 


ings, 45; mistake-as to remedy, 177; rights 
to assert a legal title, 177. 


Electricitv—action for damages, 87; care re- 
quired, 323: joint liability, 124; negligence, 
323, 431: res ipsa loquitur, 305; trespassers, 


215. 


Embezzlement—nature of offense, 431; treasurer 
of society, 21. 


Eminent Domain—compensation, 21, 87, 
359, 431: condemnation proceedings, 341: 
consequential damages, 323; construction of 
statute, 124; cutting ice, 177; damages. 287, 
396; damages recoverable, 215; damage to 
abutting owner, 287; expropriation proceed- 


287, 


ings, 396: fees in street, 124; highways, 
396: homestead right of minors, 160; im- 
provements after condemnation, 21; injunc- 


tion, 142; injury to land adjoining right of 
way, 195; injury to property, 341; measure 
of compensation, 359; measure of damages, 
215; necessity of payment before taking, 
45: proceedings to widen street, 160; public 
necessity, 106; right of exercise, 414; tele- 
phone lines in street, 305; value for two 
purposes not conclusive, 449; value of land 
taken, 251: water ‘companies, 215. 


Equity—clean hands, 305; eross-bill, 378; de- 
eree, 87, 142; demurrer, 468: forfeiture, 437; 
general praver, 342; laches, 359: legal rights 


in real estate, 45; pleadings, 234, 251, 323, 
432: protection against fraud, 359; statute 
of limitation, 215; pleadings, 87. 


| Escrows—delivery to grantor’s agent 449; un- 
authorized delivery, 432. 


Estates—base fee, 396. 


BDstoppel—acceptance of benefits, 378; acqui- 
escence, 160, 378; admissions, 195; assump- 
tion of mortgage debt, 342; attempt to com- 
promise, 177; by conduct, 468; by deed, 21, 323, 
414; changing ground in case, 45; contract, 
323; deed to wife, 450; dower, 195; failure to 
assert claim, 45; fraud, 45; knowledge, 378; 
married women, 215; matters precluded, 
160; persons affected, 414; pleading, 21, 124, 
359, 342; reliance on adverse party, 396; 
specific performance 69; subsequent deed, 
21; title to land, 323. 


Evidence—admissions, 106; admissions, 468; 
ancient records, 124; attesting witness, 323; 
books of account, 87, 414; boundaries, 378; 
bill of exceptions, 323; burden of proof, 378, 
396; carbon copies of contract, 378; com- 
mercial reports, 216; common law of sister 
state 324; competency, 468; consideration of 


deed, 324, 414; contracts, 396; corporation 
minute book, 450; declarations of agent, 
195, 342; declarations of intestate, 87; de- 


positions, 396; failure of consideration, 324; 


foreign laws, 342; former testimony, 142; 
fraudulent conveyance, 106; declaration of 


land occupant, 450; general 
res gestae, 45; 
injurious effect 
judicial notice 


reputation, 106; 
indorsement on note, 396; 
of certain prejudice, 450; 

21, 45, 87, 106, 142, 234, 270, 
360, 414; ledger entry, 414; lost instru- 
ments, 107; mailing letter, 378; matters of 

common knowledge, 69; objections by par- 
ties introducing, 69; opinions, 342; opinions 

non-experts, 468; other offenses, 21; parol 
evidence, 21, 69, 305, 360, 414; parol evidence 
affecting writing, 69; parol proof of writ- 
ten contract, 450; parting to deed, 414; per- 
sona] injuries, 287, 396; positive and nega- 
tive, 21; presumptions, 305, 378; presumption 
as to receipt of letter, 305, 432; qualification 

of expert, 216; receipts, 396; relevancy, 45, 

195; res gestae, 450; sale and warranty, 468; 

town records, 324; truth of testimony, 70; 
uncertainty, 305; value of property, 70; 

weight, 70; weight and sufficiency, 


Exceptions, Bill of—alteration, 396. 


Exchange of Property—breach of warranty, 
324; personal property, 195; pleading, 70; 
property in seat, 160; resolution 342. 


Execution—levy on _ non-resident’s' property, 
234; persons entitled, 360; purchase by 
judgment creditor, 160; release of property 
levied upon, 342. 


Executors and Administrators—action to recov- 
er assets, 124; agents, 160; bona fide pur- 
chaser, 432; chinese domicile, 251; claims, 
87; claims against estate, 234; collateral at- 
tack, 414: commissions, 450; compromise 
without administration, 342; conflict . of 
laws, 287: debts as charge upon land, 195: 
distribution, 46; establishment of claim, 
270, 324; foreclosure by administrator, 414: 
fraudulent conveyance, 251; jurisdiction of 
probate court, 305; liability of surety, 305; 
payment of debts 342; right to administer, 
177; sale authorization of, 21; sale of land, 
287; sale of land, 342; sale of leasehold, 396; 
sale of real estate, 124, 160; settlement of 
claims, 414; title to real estate. 396; waiver 
of right to administer, 2:6; wills, 432. 


Exemptions—personal privilege, ~ 
rights exempt, 305; 
time for claim, 


i; property and 

property subject, 251; 

70; waiver, 124. 

Explosives—blasting on railroad right of way, 
195; care required, 177; dynamite, 46; neg- 
ligence, 396; negligent sale, 160. 


106. 





Extradition—race prejudice, 

















Vou. 70 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 





481 








False Imprisonment—damages, 46; probable 
cause, 70; procuring arrest, 21; sufficiency 
of order, 251. 


False Pretenses—elements of offense, 216; evi- 
dence, 46. 


Federal Courts—action by and against partner- 
ship, 378; administrator, suit by, 46; appel- 
late jurisdiction, 360; assignment to aggre- 
gate, 468; certificate of jurisdiction, 143; de- 
eision on Non-Federal grounds, 143; federal 
question, 21, 87; following state decisions, 
251; jurisdiction, 106, 360; review on behalf 
of government, 143; service- of process, 251; 
title to land below high water, 107. 


Fences—expenses of erection, 195. 


Ferries—passenger, 21. 
Fines—enforcement of sentence, 342. 
Fires—independent contractor, 234. 


Fire Insurance—action against railroad com- 
pany, 124; action for damages, 87; applica- 
tions, 468; avoidance of policy, 287; cancel- 
lation of policy, 396; construction of policy, 
432: exceptions in policy, 177; exchange of 
property, 21; explosives, 468; incumbrance, 
216: inventory, 305; knowledge of agent, 46, 
342: stipulation against incumbrance, 379; 
subrogation, 195; sprinkler system, 287; 
rights of mortgagee, 143; waiver of for- 
feiture, 251; mortgage clause, 107; owner- 
ship clause, 70; ownership of property, 124; 
mortgage clause, 124; right of action, 234; 
state regulation, 414; m.s-statement in ap- 
plication, 468; estoppel, 468. 

Fish—seine fishing, 178. 

Fixtures—agreement, 21; fences, 177; heating 
plant, 216; intent in makng annexation, 160; 
mining machinery, 432; partition, 107; re- 
moval, 124; sugar mill, 251. 


Food—milk adulteration, 305; misbranding, 287; 
municipal: ordinances, 342; sale of condemn- 
ed meat, 270. 


Forcible Entry and Detainer—civil liability, 70; 
right of owner, 432. 


indictment, 


Forgery—elements of offense, 160; 
432; what 


305; intent, 324; presumptions, 
constitutes, 305. 


Franchises—term, 70. 


Fraud—action for damages, 306; false repre- 
sentations, 216; fraudulent representations, 
107; grounds of action, 270; investigation by 
purchaser, 450; measure of damages, 87; no 
intention to perform, 21; opinion, 46; pur- 
chase of corporate stock, 46; remedies, 234; 
representation, 178; representation as_ to 
value, 397. 


Frauds, Statute of—agreements not tq be per- 
formed within year, 216; contract to devise, 
234; contracts to be performed within a 
vear, 432; criminal undertaking, 379; debt 
of another, 178, 360; part performance, 251; 
pleading, 160; estoppel, 234; executed agree- 
ment, 21: executed contract, 251; goods to 
be manufactured, 216; leases, 196; letters to 
third person, 324; letters written by party 
to be charged, 324; license to cut and take 
timber, 360; modification, 342; operation and 
effect, 379; oral agreement to act as agent, 
414: original undertaking, 379; parol con- 
tract to convey land, 216; parol gift, 107; 
parol rescission of contract, 87; part per- 
formance, 21, 216, 360; party wall contract, 
468: payment before service, 306; payment 
of debt of another, 306; promoter’s agree- 
ment, 46; receipt of chattels, 160; sale of 
goods, 379; sale of standing timber, 143. 





Fraudulent Conveyances—action to set aside 
conveyance of land, 196; conSideration, 252; 
deed to wife, 450; existing obligations, 252; 
mortgages, 252; mortgage for future ad- 
vancements, 397; preferences, 414; proceed- 
ings at law, 21; purchase in wife’s name, 22; 
right to plead fraud, 216; sale of stock im 
trade, 107; services of insolvent, 287; simu- 
lations, 22; transfer of crop, 234; transfer 
of stock, 234. 


Gaming—bank’s loan, 450; bucket shops 124; 
common law, 270; executors and administrat- 
ors, 270; money placed in another’s hands, 
270; municipal ordinance, 342; pledge to se- 
— gm stock in trade, 107; prosecu- 
tion, 124. i 


Garnishment—answer, 342; indorsements, 397; 
municipal ordinance, 342; scope of remedy, 
468; service of summons, 178. 


Gas—duty to furnish, 468; unlawful discrimina- 
tion, 178. 


Gifts—by child to parent, 379; construction, 160; 
inter vivos, 196, 324, 342, 


Good Will—transfer, 360. 


Guaranty—original undertaking, 342; perform- 
ance by creditor, 324; requisites, 234; settle- 
ment, 468; term, 70; what constitutes, 324. 


Guardian and Ward—continuance of relation, 
342; custody of ward’s estate, 160; nature of 
office of guardian, 216; sale of ward’s land, 
46; setting asille sale of ward's land, 160; 
title of guardian, 87. 


Habeas Corpus—custody of child, 271; judg- 
ment, 178; judgment without evidence to 
support, 271; original obligations, 70; ques- 
tions raised, 196; review of extradition pro- 
ceedings, 87; validity of committment, 87. 


ane ay and Peddlers—sale of theater tickets, 


Health—tenement houses, 178. 


Highways—alteration, 125; automobiles, 397, 
450; duty of travelers toward each other, 
324; establishment, 287; prescriptive and 
Statutory way, 46; regulation, 397; user does 
not change boundaries, 22. 


Homestead—abandonment, 178, 216; alimony, 
234; deed by husband, 360; forced sale of 
son's share, 432; incidental use for business 
purposes, 288; liabilities enforceable, 397; 
optional contract, 70; rights of infant, 450; 
rights of surviving husband, 324; transfer, 


Homicide—admissibility of evidence, 87; assault 
with intent to murder, 252; carving initials, 
143; corpus delicto, 432; defense of property, 
196; drunkenness, 124;' evidence, 252; in- 
Struction, 252; intent, 161; involuntary man- 
Slaughter, 124; justifiable homicide, 270; 
justification, 178; manslaughter, 234; mo- 
tive, 124; premeditation and _ deliberation, 
270; self-defense, 107, 288; verdict, 252. 


Husband and Wife—action for price of neces- 
Saries, 178; action separate maintenance, 46; 
alienation of affections, 46; alimony, 432; 
community property, 161, 524; competency ° 
of wife, 290; contracts, 306, 360; contracts 
by husband, 468; contract for separate 
maintenance, 306; contract of separation, 88; 
conveyance to wife, 288; deed by wife, 414; 
duty to maintain wife, 178; fraudulent rep- 
resentations of husband, 270; gifts, 196; 
gifts inter vivos, 324; earnings of husband, 
270; earnings of wife, 344; estate by en- 
tireties 414; estoppel in pais, 216; estoppel, 
46; injury to, wife, 288, 432; liability for tort 
of child, 161; mortgage of wife’s property, 
107; post nuptial contract, 234; property 
acquired after marriage, 324; purchase by. 
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wife, 107; rights of husband, 288; sale to 
wife, 22; tenancy by the entirety, 125; wife’s 
conveyance of expectancy, 234; wife’s sep- 
arate estate, 22, 288, 360, 450; wife of surety, 
88. 


Improvements—by persons without title, 216; 
eepediatios of contract, 161; set-off and 
counterclaim, 70. 


Indemnity Insurance—authority of agent, 
implied contract, 161; joint wrongdoers, 
renewal, 415. 


on 
a 


Indians—mandamus, 468; tribal lands, 360; 
trusts in tribal land, 107. 


Indictment and Information—assault with in- 
tent to kill, 342; averring matters of ju- 
dicia] notice, 178; bill of instructions, 253; 
election between courts. 432; indorsement 
nune pro tune, 88; objection to Grand Jury, 
897: sentence, 397; statutory offense, 397; 
sufficiency, 178: sufficiency, test of, 46; Sun- 
day violation, 22. 


Infants—avoidance of contract, 196; contracts, 
288; interest of guardian ad litem, 143; 
necessaries, 397; release, 22. 


Injunction—adequate remedy at law, 196; 
against secretary of state, 468; contempt, 
107; election of Officers, 88; equity jurisdic- 
tion, 468; local option, 432; multiplicity of 
suits, 22; nature of remedy, 107; pleading, 
88; restraining breach of contract, 342 
“Rogues gallery” photographs, 22; to re- 
strain, 468; to stay writ, 450; trespass to 
real property, 397; wrongful issuance, 415. 


“‘Innkeepers—fire escapes, 324; loss of guest’s 
property, 432; property in guest’s posses- 
sion, 107; rule of liability, 216. 


Insane Persons—appeal, 22; appointment of 
guardian, 46; deeds, 397; guardian or cura- 
tor, 450; proceedings to sell land, 271; re- 
lease, 216; support, 143. 


Insolvency—action on bond, 22; jurisdiction, 161. 


Interest—action for purchase price, 124; com- 
pound, 450; mistake in computing, 143; 
money payable on demand, 360; money paid, 
25: right to, 46; right to compound inter- 
est, 178. 


Internal Revenue—oleomargarine dealers, 88. 


Interpleader—conflicting claims to rent, 88; 
costs and fees, 


Interstate Commerce—federal control over 
bridges, 468: foreign corporation, 397; in- 
toxicating liquors, 88; judicial notice, 88; 
police powers, 379: regulation, 178; shipping 
liquor into state for personal use. 360; state 
regulation, 107, 469: what constitutes, 379; 
what law governs, 415. 


Intoxicating Liquors—aiding maintenance of 
liquor nuisance, 324; defenses as to illegal 
sale, 125: drug stores, 178; enjoined from 
selling, 161; formula, 252; gift to minor, 88; 
illegal sale, 271 liability for sales by ser- 
vant, 469; licenses, 324; license tax, 360; 
local option, 342: local option district, 360: 
manufacture, 161: mulect law, 125: “near 
beer,” 252; necessity of Ncense, 364: nui- 
sance, 288; parties to suit to enjoin, 379; per- 
sons responsible, 88; police power, 196; pre- 
scription by physician, 360; prosecution un- 
der local option law, 178: remonstrances, 
306; remonstrance against traffic, 125; revo- 
cation of license, 161; revoking license, 22; 
right to sell, 432; sale by druggists. 415: 
— —— license, 235; selling without 

cense, 50, 469; sta 79- * 
sale, 422. tute, 379; unlawful 


Joint Adventure—fraud, 252. 





Judges—burden of proving’ prejudice, 178: civ- 
ne for judicial acts, 306; recusation, 


Judgment—against tort feasors, 107: against 
wrongdoers for the same act, 107: amend- 
ment, 342; assault and delivery, 432: col- 
lateral attack, 161, 379, 397: conclusiveness, 
125, 325: conformity to pleadings, 216: con- 
tempt, 271; decree, 288: defanit, 415: desig- 
nation of amount of costs. 46: diversity of 
subject matter, 235; equitable relief, 271: 
‘estoppel, 342: evidence of indebtedness, 433; 
findings of ‘fact, 325; full faith and credit, 
46, 88, 360; holding care open after judg- 
ment. 46; merger, 22; motion to vacate, 107: 
opening and vacating, 260: parties, 306; per- 
sons bound by decree. 216; persons conclud- 
ed, 125; pleadings, 88; pleadine of process 
to sustain,’ 8&8: process to sustain, 469: ques- 
tions denied, 379: recitals, 379; res judicata, 
47, 88. 143. 161, 178. 288, 422: setting aside 
default, 325; scire facias, 360. 


Judicial Notice—void decree, 70. 


Judicial Sales—nolicy of tho law, 252; setting 
aside, 161; title of purchaser, 271. 


Jury—comretency to rleadines, 271; insanity of 
juror, 8&8; summoning, 196. 

Justices nf the Peace—disqualification of sure- 
tv, 343: imneachment. 47; liability of of- 
ficer, 343; pleadings, 88. 


Landlord and Tenant—action for rent. 196; ad- 
verse possession. 70: breach of lease, 306; 
creation of relation, 252; cropners. 243; con- 
dition of premises, 288: constructive evic- 
tion, 216: contracts of sale, 235: counter 
claim. 433: covenants against assignment, 
450; dangerous premises, 235; distress. 288; 
effect of foreciosure of mortgage, 252: en- 
forcemert of lien, 216: enjovment of prem- 
ises, 196; estoppel, 107: estopnel to deny 
title, 8&: existence of relation. 125: fixtures, 
107; holding over. 306. 397: holding over un- 
der law. 271: husband and wife as tenant, 
450: Indian allottee. 47: iniury to tenant’s 
foods, 178: iniury to third person, 271: 
lardlord’s option on tenant holdine over, 
19f; lease. 178, 216, 238: motion for rent, 
235: ninety-nine vear lease, 415: option to 
purchase, 125; option to renew lease. 216: 
recoverv of possession, 3,9: re-entrv hy 
landlord. 397: relation, &°&: renewal of lease, 
8&: renairs to building. 161: right of egress, 
9%. rieht of tenant. 142: sale of leasehold, 
28k: tenarecy after exniratin~ of torm. 342: 
tenanev from moanth to month. 141: title to 
erain, 271: trespass, 107; unlawful detainer, 
433. 


Lareenvy—alleeatinn of noscession. 22: evidence, 
Rk. indietmert. 19#- innocent nascessinn, 
7k: intert. 29: Inst Yronertw WN: nocsee- 
sion of stalem nroperty, 125, 235, 397: prop- 
erty taken, 343. 


Liah‘t*+v Insurance—cost ard expenses of suit, 
22 $ 


Libel’ ord Slander—actianahis qownpAin 17¢- 
rharocntor, FRA+ eAMmmcnt on Shia motters, 
TN. Aamoaacre TH. InAiertment+ and infarm-- 
tian 100. tsetifinrtian one - te 99- 
nieaatinw 19£. avitgite~a 07> petwilawed eam. 
mmminattag 860+ aphitangtinn he Seant FEA> 
renown Ce Fs At antin-d n<--n0QAt~- ~e oro cinencals 
Af avtenta Imeretivnatinn 949. en-ntnl fomae 
amne 8%) anranint Aamanra~ 990+ tputh a~ Zoe 
fase. TAT. woarde wot imnntine unchastity, 
we 


Licencsoe—amoannt af foo, 988: Aanhle tear-tion, 
288: occuprition, 216: real property, 1432. 


Liens—illegal sale, 379. 
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Life Estates—acqguisition of outstanding claim, 
216; adverse estate, 360; adverse possession, 
196; enhancement in value, 325; incum- 
brance, 107; title of remainderman, 325. 


Life Insurance—action on policy, 415; applica- 
tion, 343; breach of warranty, 178; burden 
of proof, 196; cancellation of policy, 107; 
construction, 47; date of issuance, 288; de- 
livery, 450; extended insurance, 288; incon- 
testability, 379; insolvency of mutual com- 
pany, 469; insurable interest, 397; loan on 
policy, 107; payment of assessment, 235; 
reduction of damages, 47; resting in parol, 
450; suicide, 235; time for suing, 325; waiv- 
er of forfeiture, 235; waiver of lapse, 325. 


Limitation of Actions—action to recover insur- 
ance money, 469; assessments by receivers, 
235; burden of proof, 450; care required of 
ballot, 397: compelling reconveyance of real 
property, 306; computation of period, 397; 
continuing trespass, 271; demurrer raising 
defense, 88; flooding lands, 360; infancy, 47; 
nature of plea, 843; new cause of action, 70; 
non-resident corporations, 415; notes pay- 


able on demand, 325; part payment, 161, 
325; persons who may rely on limitation, 
361; torts, 288; when cause of action ac- 
crues, 178. 


Lis Pendens—ejectment, 343; title acquired, 70. 


Livery Stable Keeper—bailment, 379; contribu- 
tory negligence, 89. 


Logs’ and Logging—growing timber, 235; right 
to remove timber, 325. 


Lotteries—what constitutes, 288. 
Malicious Mischief—evidence, 47. 


Malicious Prosecution—defenses, 
ment to prosecuting officer, 252. 


325; state- 


Mandamus—acts subject to review, 161; calling 
stockholders’ meeting, 178; compelling sign- 
ing of city ordinance, 288; conditions pre- 
cedent, 379; demand, 252; enforcement of 
ministerial duties, 89; inspection of corpor- 
ate books, 70; nature of remedy, 288; right 
of writ, 343: to inspect books, 22; transfer 
of stock, 343. 


Maritime Liens—implied agreement, 397. 


Marriage—annulment, 433; mental capacity, 451; 
nature of relation, 71; presumption, 196; 
what law governs, 47. 


Master and Servant—action for wages, 252; ac- 
tion of fellow servant, 271; actual knowl- 
edge, 451; assumed risk, 47, 71, 288, 306, 
343, 361, 433; assumption of risk, 161, 216, 
288, 343, 415, 451; authority of foreman, 397; 
carrier to its employee, 451; concurrent neg- 
ligence, 451; contract of employment, 179, 
235, 306; contributory negligence, 71, 125, 
179, 252, 271, 306, 361, 397, 415; correlative 
rights, 71; dangerous appliance, 107; danger- 
ous work, 235; defect in appliances, 451; de- 
fect of apparatus, 451; defective appliances, 
196, 235, 361; degree of care, 22; discharge 
of servant, 89, 415; duty of master, 47, 107; 
duty to furnish safe appliance, 451; duty to 
instruct servant, 108; duty to warn, 217, 
451, 469: employer’s liability act, 47; failure 
to guard machinery, 179; federal employ- 
er’s liability act, 162; fellow servant, 108, 
161, 415, 433; frightening traveler's horse, 
217: guarding dangerous machinery, 125; 
guards for machinery, 325; independent con- 
tractor, 306 injury to brakeman, 217; in- 
jury to third person, 22, 125, 179, 228, 252, 
306, 325, 379, 397, 433; injuries to third per- 
sons, 143: inspection, 451; instruction as to 
danger, 71; knowledge of defects,, 271; lia- 
bility of Fair Association, 306; liability of 
independent contractor, 451; liability to 
third person, 438; look and listen, 47; medi- 
cal treatment, 288; method of work, 161; 





nature of accident, 469; negligence, 22, 89, 
125, 148, 161, 196, 235, 271; negligence of 
engineer, 289; negligence of independent 


contractor, 289; negligent fires, 235; obvious 
risk, 433; prior misconduct of servant, 469; 
protection of employees, 161; proximate 
cause of injury, 179; railroad trackman, 217; 
risks assumed, 252; rules of master, 217; 
safe appliance, 125, 235; safe place to work, 
47, 71, 161, 179, 306,°415, 451; servant lent 
by third person, 379; statutory provisions, 
306; telephone companies, 306; tender of 
wages, 89; unsafe appliances, 306; vice. prin- 


cipal, 343; violation of contract, 415; vio- 
lation of rules, 179, 306; volunteers, 343; 
wrongful discharge, 307. 


Mechanics’ Liens—laches, 22; notice of lien, 217; 
personal liability, 433; persons’ entitled, 
469; repairs by lessee, 108; waiver, 252. 


Mines and Minerais—abandonment, 217; certifi- 
cate of location 217; conflicting locations, 
89; construction of oi] lease, 179; contract 
to sell, 89; conveyance and contract, 825; 
ejectment by lessee, 71; deed of mining 
rights, 252; estates conveyed, 379; estoppel, 
179; forfeiture of claim, 307; fraudulent 
entryman, 217; gas and oil lease 235; in- 
junction, 179; injury to surface right, 289; 
intention to convert, 8&9; lease, 469; loca- 
tion, 451; oil and gas lease, 307; owners of 
surface land, 143; recording notice of claim, 
196; regulation of mineral water, 252. 


Money Lent—payment, 89; leases, 108; recovery 
of voluntary payment 108. 


Money Received—money obtained by false rep- 
resentations, 217; statute of frauds, 343. 


Monopolies—absolute transfer as mortgage, 
143; anti-trust law, 379; combination, 271; 
combination prohibited, 179; foreign cor- 
porations, 379. 


Mortgages—agreement to insure, 271; assign- 
ment, 108; assumption of debt by mort- 
gagees, 343; deed absolute in form, 47; deed 
as mortgage,, 361; foreclosure 612, 196; 
foreclosure and resale, 108; foreclosure pro- 
ceedings, 379: giving new note, 469; im- 
provements, 253; mortgagee in possession, 
179, 307; liens, 415; payment, 289, 9; 
pleadings in foreclosure, 196; priorities, 196, 
469; property subject, 71; purchase of mort- 
gaged property, 143; redemption, 71; sale 
under mortgage, 179; sale under trust deeds, 
162; stipulation for attorney’s fees and 
costs, 307; suing on coupons, 22; transfer 
after payment of debt, 289; trust deed, 143; 
validity, 143. 


Municipal Corporations—acceptance of bids, 325; 
assessments for improvements, 23; automo- 
bile accidents, 361; bill-boards, 433; change 
of street grade, 108; city ordinance, 71; con- 
tracts, 217; contributory negligence, 307;~ 
dangerous streets, 28; defective sidewalks, 
125; defective streets, 235, 253, 879; failure 
to exercise, 469; fire limits, 179; frightening 
traveler’s horse, 217; governmental capacity, 
451; governmental duties, 348; grading 
street, 343; illegal payment of claim, 325; 
income from street assessment, 23; individu- 
al liability, 451; injunction, 289; injury to 
servant, 387: invalid ‘contract, 162, 4338; ir- 
regular contract, 235; lien, 47; liability for 
negligence, 89; liability for street construc- 
tion, 28; negligence, 217; negligence of in- 
dependent contractor, 179; negligence of 
servant, 253; notice of injury, 89; nuisance, 
&9; obstruction, 162: obstruction in street. 143; 
361; ordinances, 47; ordinance invalid in 
part, 235; pollution of stream, 179; powers, 
361: proximate cause, 325; public improve- 
ments, 125; public park a public utility, 23; 
reasonable use of sidewalk, 451; reasonable- 
ness of ordinance, 451; rebate by special as- 
sessment, 217: regulations as to speed of 
automobiles, 271: removal of officer under 
civil service, 235; sewers, 2538; sidewalks, 
307: special assessments, 125; streets, 379, 
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397; street improvements, 89; surface wa- 
ters, 415; taxation, 89, 143; temporary ob- 
struction, 307; ultra vires, 469; use and 
regulation of public places, 344; use of high- 
way, 415; use of streets, 71, 196, 271, 398, 
433: vacating part of street, 71; validity of 
incorporation, 361; validity of ordinance, 
179, 451, 469. 


Names—idem sonans, 469; identity of persons, 
307; validity of contract under assumed 
name, 469. 


Navigable Waters—burden of proot, 71; capacity 
for transportation, 196; improvement of 
stream, 253; non-tidal stream, 361; Tights 
of public, 325; riparian rights, 235, 325. 


Negligence—accident at railroad crossing, 379; 
automobiles, 361: care as to licensee, 433; 
cause of injury, 217; children, 271, 415; com- 
munications of dangerous disease, 307; con- 
sequential injuries, 125; contributory negli- 
gence, 62, 125, 415; crossing accident, 162; 
customary methods, 433; dangerous instru- 
mentalities, 217; dangerous premises, 271, 
898: discovered peril, 433; effect of intoxi- 
eation, 179; frightening horses, 47; imputed 
negligence, 307, 380, 433; inference, 451; in- 
junction by individuals, 89; joint and sev- 
eral liability, 71; place attractive to chiiu- 
ren, 325; pleading, 71, 380; primary neg- 
ligence, 451; proximate cause, 451; question 
for court, 344; res ipsa loquitur, 108, 196, 
380; turntables, 217; want of ordinary care, 
361: wanton injury, 23, 452 


New Trial—grounds, 389; new defenses after~ 


verdict, 344; newly discovered evidence, 47. 


Notice—mailing of letter, 261; return of serv- 
ice, 143. 


Nuisance—cornice, 23; injunction, 108; abate- 
ment, 217: injunction by individuals, 89; 
injury as permanent or continuing, 380; 
noise and smoke, 325; railroad yard, 144; 
uneapped well, 197. 


Oath—statement of attorney, 47. 


Officers—change of salary during term, 89; 
compensation, 179; de facto, 47; extension of 
term, 23; failure to give bond, 344; officers 
defacto, 325; possession of office, 253; sala- 
ries, 325; title to office, 162. 


Pardon—restoration to office, 48. 


Parent and Child—action by parent, 144; ad- 
vancement, 289; education of child, 380; 
father’s suit for child’s injury, 452; gifts, 
125; liability for torts of child, 162; torts of 
child, 289. 


Parliamentary Law—adoption of resolution, 125. 


Parties —nriaging in additional parties, 71; com- 
plaint, 48; designation of individual, 108; 
joinder of defendants, 108; plaintiffs, 361. 


Partition—distribution of proceeds, 344; home- 
stead, 235; improvements, 452; jurisdiction, 
289; personal property, 361: pleading, 325; 
sale of minor's interest, 125: sale of prop- 
erty, 344: special interest, 416; tenants in 
common, 307. 

————. 

Partnership—accounting, 253; action by part- 
ner, 71; assignment to co-partner, 289; com- 
munity of property, 217: compensation, 398; 
death of partner, 271; deed to partnership, 
71: dissolution, 125, 307; estoppel, 416; ex- 
istence of relation, 125, 253, 416; expenses 
and losses, 325: expulsion of partner, 307; 
firm accounts, 23; holding out as partner, 
307; judgment in name of partnership, 71: 
loan of money to partner, 416; notes, 416; 
payment by check, 108; pleadings, 179; 
rights of firm creditors, 179: rights of sur- 
viving partners, 108, 398; sale of partner- 
ship interest, 380; selection of trustees, 








394; torts of partner, 71, 253; what consti- 
tutes, 162. 


Patents—adjudication of invalidity, 125; duress, 
144; suit for infringements, 197. 


Pawnbrokers—licenses, 48. 


Payment—acceptance of note, 197; ‘appropria- 
tion by debtor, 23; contract obligation, 144; 
draft, 289; intention of parties, 307; pre- 
sumption, 416; receipt, 48; recovery of mon- 
ey paid, 361; to payee after transfer, 452. 


Penalties—actions, 179. 


Perjury—affidavit for change of venue, 126; 
materiality of testimony, 108; what consti- 
tutes, 162. 


Perpetuities—beginning at end of period, 23; 
lives in being, 144; power, 326; restraints 
upon alienations, 416; restriction of aliena- 
tion, 48. 


Physicians and Surgeons—liability for malprac- 
tice, 272; malpractice, 71, 197; practicing 
without license, 469. 


Pleading—account stated, 398: amendment, 89; 
by-laws of benefit society, 89; construc- 
tion, 71; demurrer, 126; necessity to deny 
defenses, 433; negligence, 197; real party in 
interest, 23; separate statement of cause of 
action, 361; sufficiency of complaint, 398; 
verification, 162. 


Pledges—authority to sue, 452; conversion, 197; 
enforcement, 289; indorsement as collateral, 
197. 

' 


Post Offices—opening correspondence, 144. 


Powers—deed under power, 469; rights of cred- 


itors, 253; rights of life tenant, 253. 


Principal and Agent—adverse claims, 434; au- 
thority of agent, 144, 217, 361, 380, 416; 
contracts, 197; conversion, 307; creation of 
relation, 344; employment of agent, 71; ex- 
istence of relation, 126; implied ‘authority, 
361; implied promise, 344; liability for acts 
of agent, 217; liability of agent, 452: lia- 
bility to principal, 398; negligence of agent, 
197; notice of agent, 307; personal injuries, 
162; payment of checks, 272: payment to 
agent, 326; purchasing agent, 179: ratifica- 
tion, 434, 452; release of principal, 307; right 
of agent, 344; right to purchase, 162; scope 
of authority, 108; set-off or counter claim, 
217; undisclosed principal, 108, 180. 


Principal and Surety—consideration, 398, 416; 
discharge, 307, 361, 380; extension of time 
for payment, 72, 344; notice to surety of de- 
fault, 197; part performance, 108; payment 
of surety, 235; personal bond, 272; set-off, 
398: usury, 452. 


Process—amendments, 326; foreign witness, 253; 
return of summons, 344; service outside of 
state, 307. 


Prohibition—judges, 197; jurisdiction, 72,/ 253: 
nature of remedy, 72; plea to jurisdiction of 
lower court, 144, 


Property—malicious use, 180; ownership, 162. 


Public Land—abandonment of claim, 289; grants 
to land on stream, 434: homestead, i162; 
homestead entry, 197; Philippine Islands, 
253; sale before patent, 108; town sites, 144; 
transfer of rights, 235. 


Quieting Title—cloud on title, 108, 253; evidence 
of possession, 326; possession of plaintiff, 
89. 


Quo Warranto—at relation of private citizen, 
23; estoppel, 23; failure to take oath, 23; 
right to office, 23. | 
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Railroads—adverse possession, 452; assault by 
carrier’s servant, 469; authority of station 
agent, 180; bonus contract, 217; care ree 
quired, 416; care required toward passenger, 
289: carriage of passengers, 307; cattle 
guards, 197; conditions contained in ticket, 
272; contributory negligence, 144, 180; cross- 
ing accidents, 108, 180, 236, 253, 416; dam- 
ages for killing animal, 452; direction of 
verdict, 307; duty of public, 326; duty to 
look and listen, 180, 197; duty to run trains 
on schedule time, 144; duty to stop, 289; 
duty to stop and listen, 162; duty toward 
passenger, 380; ejection of intoxicated per- 
son, 289; ejection of passenger, 326; exceed- 
ing speed limit, 452; fires, 197, 272; frighten- 
ing of animals, 307; frightening horse, 308; 
gates at crossing, 23; injury to adjoining 
land, 197; injuries to alighting passenger, 
7., 218: injuries to animals on track, 272; 
injuries to intoxicated person, 326; injuries 
to passengers 236; injuries to persons ac- 
companying passenger, 144; injuries to per- 
son near track, 72; injuries to persons on 
track, 48, 197, 253, 361; justification of pas- 
senger on return ticket, 180; killing animals, 
398; lighting station platiorm, 236; look and 
listen, 362, 434; look and listen rule, 197, 
380; negligence, 180, 289; nuisance, 144; per- 
sons working about q@ar, 380; protection of 
passengers, 144; receiver, 23; recovery for 
noise, 452; riding on freight car, 289; right 
of way, 236; safety applicances, 144; signals 
at private crossings, 90; sparks, 452; speed 
over crossing, 24; use of streets, 126; vesti- 
buled cars, 197. 


Rape—defenses, 289; failure to make complaint, 
23; previous chastity, 236 


Receivers—appointment, 126; management and 
disposition, 434; right to maintain ancilliary 
bill in equity, 470; sale of property, 416. 


Records—report of auditor, 308. 


Reference—nature of office of auditor, 272. 


Reformation of Instruments—defenses, 289; mis- 
take, 90; parties, 253. 


Release—burden of proving fraud, 470; dam- 
ages from working mine, 253; effect of va- 
lidity, 144; improper representations, 23; 
restoration of consideration, 308. 


Religious Societies—ecclesiastical tribunals, 48; 
general council, 162; governmental powers, 
72: injunction, 253. 


Remainders—accrual of right, 308. 


Remedies—laches, 108; registration of title, 308. 


Removal of Causes—amendment, 48; assignment 
to prevent removal, 180; diversity of citi- 
zenship, 236, 326, 362, 380; effect of service, 
253: jurisdiction, 398; petition and bond, 
470; pleadings, 470; proceedings, 344. 


Replevin—action by constable, 434; articles on 


person, 362; demand, 362: justices of the 
peace, 161; petition, 308; pleading, 362; re- 
covery of interest, 470; undivided inter- 
est, 452. 


Reversion—injury to reversionary interest, 398. 
Reward—return of escaped convict, 326. 


Sales—acceptance, 289; action for price, 253, 289, 
344: advertising, 48; auctioneer’s memo- 
randum of sale, 48; breach of purchaser, 
289: breach by seller, 126; breach of con- 
tract, 197, 254, 344; breach of warranties, 
108, 289; conditional sales, 24, 362, 470; con- 
sequent damages, 90; eonstruction, 289; con- 
struction of contract, 108, 308, 326, 470; de- 
livery, 90, 452; demufrer consideration, 416; 
executed contract, 162; 





failure to deliver | 


within’ agreed time, 108; false repres 

tion, 344; immoral consideration, Mie. ten 
plied warranties, 254, 470; inspection, 144; 
mistake in ordering goods, 470; perform- 
ance 72; performance of contract, 197, 236; 
Place of sale, 24; recovery of goods by sell- 
er, 326; replevin, 452; requisites, 344; rescis- 
sion, 24, 48, 398, 434; separate writings 
180; Severable contracts, 236, 362: transfer 
of title, 380; warranty, 236, 434; warrant 
of title, 398; worthless article, 236, . 


Schools and School Districts—claims 
district, 197; contract of employment’ tar 
levying taxes, 162; school lands, 90, : ; 


ear ee and Seizures—unreasonable searches, 
236. 


Seduction—what constitutes, 254, 


Sequestration— very 
s ~~ ation—recovery of corporate books, 


Set-off and Counterclaim—action at 1 ‘ 

( aw, : 

action On indemnity bond, 72; pte ni oi: 

of statute, 326; equitable set-off, 336: un- 
liquidated damages, 452. : 


Sheriffs and Constables—custody 


289; liability on bond : 
sation, 197. ee 


of property, 
t to compen- 


Shipping—damage to cargo, 398. ’ 


Specific Performance—contracts enfor 
r e ceable, A 
197, 254, 470; defective title, 362; F hg 


fenses, 272; defense of a . 
enforcement, 197; fraud a Pi 
plaint, 126; method of performance, 


od os gamer ig J of tender, 326; 
r sale of land, 326; partial perfo 

308; parties entitled, 380; pleadings fan, 
right of principal to enforce, 362: sale of 
land, 72; street railroads, 470; sufficiency of 


performance by plaintiff, 416: 
tracts, 308. Pp » 416; unfair con- 


oral contract 


States—crimes committed before 
s sta 
272; extension into ocean waters, 90: oni. 


— services, 144; territorial jurisdiction, 


Statutes—approval of governor, 197: 
e » : cer 
197; construction, 90, 198; effect PY 3 eek 
362; interception, 236; modification of 
room law he - 24; repeal by implica- 
» 72; repeal inad . - 
man. ihe. y vertence, 72; va 


Stipulation—pleadings, 236. 


Street Railroads—collision causing in 4 
children on street, 452; conedliaatnt” 180; 
contributory negligence, 272; driving ‘team; 
434; care required, 126, 254; duty of motor- 
man, 180, 198; duty to use gates or bars 
290; duty toward passenger, 26; failure to 
stop on signal, 126; frightening horse, 398: 
gross earnings tax, 272; injury to alighting 
passenger, 236, 308, 380; injury to animal on 
track, 290; injury to passenger, 24, 254: in- 
juries to person on track, 180, 398: injury 
to traveler, 254; look and listen, 398: negli- 
gence, 180; negligent starting of car 434; 

* operation of cars, 380; ordinances,’ 254: 
passenger riding on bumper, 144; protection 
of passenger, 48; riding on foot-board, 236: 
riding on running-board, 272; right to oper- 
~ 198; time to alight, 72; use of streets, 


Subrogation—advances for discharge of - 
dor’s lien, 180; loss of right, 198, snortemine 
434; outstanding lien, 272; payment of debts. 
218; persons making advances, 24; right of 
vendee, 126; when not permitted, 126. 


Subscription—binding effect, 180. 


Sunday—work of necessity, 272. 
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Taxation—assessment, 434; assessment for prop- 
erty, 162; assessment of omitted property, 
470; burdening federal taxation, 308; cancel- 
lation of tax deed, 470; charitable institu- 
tions, 308; creditor’s bill,- 326; enforcement 
against land, 198; exemption, 380, 470; fore- 
closure under tax lien, 236; franchises, 24; 
franchise tax, 272; funeral expenses, 180; in- 
formal entry, 272; injunction, 48; inher- 
itance tax, 236, 272; judgment, 198; lot in 
more than one county, 90; mortgages, 2/2; 
national bank, 90; oil and gas, 272; prop- 
erty of telegraph company, 290; property 
subject, 470; recovery of illegal taxes, 452; 
redemption, 254; redemption after tax Sale, 
470: sale of land for taxes, 416; situs 
of property, 308; tax deed, 254, 434; tax 
sales, 198, 434, 470; tax title, 90, 254, 434; 
vessels, 290: wrongful possession of real 
property, 362. 


Telegraphs and Telephones—acceptance of mes- 
sage, 380; business service, 24; commercial 
message, 72; conflict of laws, 452; contracts, 
48: damages for delayed message, 290; dam- 
ages for mental suffering, 254; damages for 
negligent delay, 90; damages to property 
abutting street, 308; delay in delivery, 198; 
434: delay of message, 180; failure to trans- 
mit message, 308: foreign corporations, 308; 
liability for special damages, 180; obstruc- 
tion in street, 198; proximate cause, 398; 
regulation of business, 72. 


Tenancy in Common—adverse possession, 198; 


community estate, 380; consent of co-tenant, 
434; duty of tenant in possession, 398; pos- 
session of co-tenant, 290; purchase at sale 
under deed of trust, 479. 


Tender—estoppel, 198; excuse for failure to 
make, 380; failure to make, 380 


Territories—accepting deed for seat of gov- 
ernment, 90. 


Theaters and Shows—regulations of horse rac- 
ing, 198. . 


Torts—acts constituting, 198; fright of horse, 
24: joint tort feasors, 144; nature of act, 
469, 470; obligation of trustee, 434; plead- 
ings, 90; proof by parole evidence. 434. 


Towns—taxation, 126. 


Trade-Marks and Trade-Names—infringement 
380, 470. 


Trespass—burning house, 362: common law, 126, 
898: cutting and removing timber, 198; dam- 
ages, 144, 344; injuries:caused by fright, 198; 
injury to property, 290; parties, 290; title, 
48; title to sustain action, 90. 


Trial—affidavit of jurors, 344; concealed prop- 
erty, 48; conflict between special answer 
and general verdict, 326; exceptions, 24; in- 
structions, 236: misleading instructions, 344; 
order of proof, 380; reception of evidence, 
$26; scintilla of proof, 126; view of jury, 308. 





Trover and Conversion—burden of proof, 72; 
measure of damages, 72; note conditionally 
delivered, 24; title to support action, 90. 


Trusts—action to establish, 90; authority to 
mortgage, 144; capital and income, 308; 
change of trustee, 290; character of trans- 
action, 362; construction, 254; constructive 
trusts, 198, 218, 362; creation, 344; fiduciary 
relations, 308; fraud of trustee, 290; power 
of trusts, 236; rental value of property, 290; 
resulting trusts, 72, 236, 254, 290, 344; right 
to conveyance of land, 180; rule in Shelley's 
ease, 126; title of trustee, 380; who may 
become trustee, 198; validity of oral trusts, 
48, 





Unincorporated Association—embezzlement, 126. 


United States—liability on bond of public ad- 
ministrator, 308. 


Usury—bonus of agent, 308; burden of proof, 
344; regulation, 126. 


Vendor and Purchaser—assignment of contract, 
48; assignment of lien, 290; bona fide pur- 
chaser, 162, 254, 308, 344, 416; burden of 
proof, 326; champertous deed, 236; confi- 
dential relations, 398; consideration, 434; 
construction of contract, 272; contract to 
convey, 218; defective title, 48; estoppel of 
purchaser, 416; estoppel to deny, 362; ex- 
ecutory contract, 108; forfeiture, 272; lia- 
bility of vendor, 452; misrepresentation, 126, 
456; mistake, 24; notice of easement, 452; 
offer and acceptance, 362; option, 470; op- 
tional contracts, 198; performance, 290; per- 
formance of contract, 326; possession as 
constructive notice, 470; pre-existing debts, 
254; recital in conveyance, 416; recording 
of mortgage, 72; recovery of money paid, 
90; remedies of vendor, 144; representations, 
290; sale of vendee’s interest, 434; tax sales, 
452; tender of deed, 416; timeasthe essence 
of contract, 344; time of conveyance, 326; 
title of vendor, 72; trespass to personality, 
362; unrecorded deed, 254, 380; vendor’s lien, 
98, 126; vendor’s performance, 24. 


Venue—plea of privilege, 326; transitory claim, 
72. 


Warehouseman—liability for loss, 126; nego- 
tiability of receipts, 24. 


Waters and Water Courses—collection 218; con- 
struction, 326; construction of railroad, 198; 
contract to supply water, 344; contracts 
creating, 290; damages, 462; discrimination 
in rates, 380; diversion, 24; easements in a 
water power, 24; injury to percolating wa- 
ter, 198; irrigation, 218; irrigation districts, 
254; municipal water company, 362; mutual 
agreements to will, 254; obstruction, 144; 
percolating waters, 162, 434; pollution of 
stream, 218; public supply, 308; public wa- 
ters, 72; regulation of water rates, 254; 
right of flowage, 48; rights of owner of 
dominant estate, 126; riparian rights, 398; 
sale of water, 272; subterranean waters, 
254; upper proprietor, use by, 48. 


Weapons—burden of proof, 308: carrying con- 
cealed weapons, 290; carrying pistol, 470; 
unlawfully carrying, 218. 


Wills—agreements between legatees, 72: burden 
of proving testamentary capacity, 326; codi- 
cil, 470; conditions subsequent, 180: con- 
struction, 48, 90, 218, 290, 362, 398, 416: con- 
test, 126, 162; creation of joint tenancy, 24; 
devise to class, 290; election of widow, 434: 
estates devised, 218; foreign wills, 72; in- 
sane delusion, 434; legacy charged on prop- 
erty, 180; legacy of executor, 326; legatee 
suing testator’s note, 24; mental capacity, 
48; necessity of probate, 470; parol wills, 
344; probate, 434; renunciation by widow, 
380; rights of widow, 254; testamentary ca- 
pacity, 24;, testamentary instrument, 362: 
undue influence, 126, 452. 


Witnesses—competency, 144, 254, 380; confiden- 
tial relations, 126, 180: conspiracy, 290; con- 
tempt, 198; credibility, 72; cross-examina- 
tion, 90, 126, 236; examination, 326; husband 
and wife, 180; illustrative testimony, 290; 
impeachment, 126, 198, 272; intoxicating 
liquors, 218; privilege, 236; re-examination, 
24; right to discredit own witness, 290; 
right to disregard entire testimony, 108. 


Work and Labor—acceptance of service of at- 
torney, 434; compensation, 90; quantum 
meruit, 272, 434; value of Services rendered, 
90; variance in proof, 198. 
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TEXARKANA. 
W. H. Arnold. 
John N. Cook. 
E. F. Friedell. 
R. M. Mann. 
R. W. Rodgers. 
M. E. Sanderson. 
Hon. J. M. Terrell. 
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WILMINGTON. 
John P. Nields. 
Marvel & Marvel. 
J. Harvey White- 

man. 
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Smith, Hammond & 
Smith, 
Alex. W. Stephens, 
W. D. Thomson. 
Geo. W estmoreland, 
AUGUSTA. 
Archibald 
shear. 
Wm. H. Fleming. 
J. R. Lamar. 
BRUNSWICK. 
Powell & Nail. 
CEDARTOWN. 
Bunn & Bunn. 
W. H. Trawick. 
COLUMBUS. 
Chas. R. Russell. 
CORDELE. 
F. G. Boatright. 
J. T. Hill. 
CUTHBERT. 
L. Grantham. 
DUBLIN 
Ss. Adams. 
Peyton L. Wade. 
FAIRBURN. 
J. H. Longino. 
FITZGERALD. 
McDonald & Quin- 
cey. 


Black- 





FORSYTH. 

Persons & Persons. 
LAGRANGE. 

A. H. Thompson. 
MACON. 

John I. Hall. 

Walter T. Johnson. 

Hon. Emory Speer. 

R. S. Wimberly. 
MARIETTA. 

Geo. F. Gober. 
MONTICELLO. 

Greene F. Johnson. 
NEWNAN. 


I. J. 
QUITMAN. 

J. D. Wade, Jr. 
ROME. 

J. ER Dean. 

John H. Reece. 
SAVANNAH. 

S. B. Adams. 


Henry C. Cunning- 
ham. 
Garrard & Meldrim. 


Geo. C. Heyward, Jr. 
J. H. Kinckle. 
Peter W. Meldrim. 
T. P. Ravenel. 
O’Byrne Hartridge. 
& Wright. 
W. W. Osborne. 
Geo. W. Owens. 
Wm. B. Stephens. 
Twiggs & Gazan, 
SW AINSBORO. 
H. a 
ashe LY Vv 


TI ETON. 
B. Murrow. 


‘Sparks. 


D. i. Henderson. 
WRIGHTSVILLE. * 
J. L. Kent. 


IDAHO. 


BOISE CITY. 
Milton G. Cage. 
James H Hawley. 
S. H. Hays. 


Johnson & Johnson. 


C. M. Kahn. 
Chas. F. Koelsch. 
C. H. Lihby. 
J. T. Pence. 
Richards & Haga. 
Geo. H. Rust. 
Owen M. Van Duyn. 
Fremont Wood. 
ae RL EY. 
A. Johnson. 
C ALDW ELL. 
Rice, Thompson & 
Buckner. 
Smith & Scatterday. 
CHALLIS. 
Milton A. Brown. 
COEUR @’ ALENE. 
R. E. McFarland. 
John M. Flynn. 
GRANGEVILLE. 
Jas. De Haven. 
HAILEY. 
McFadden & Broad- 
head. 
IDAHO FALLS. 
J. Ed. Smith. 
ILO. 
G. O. McMinimy. 
LEWISTON. 
James E. Babb. 
F. D. Culver. 
MOSCOW. 
J. H. Forney. 





POCATELLO. 


Geo. E. Gray. 
H. W. Lockart. 


SALMON. 


JohnH. Padgham. 
SANDPOINT. 
G. H. Martin. 


ILLINOIS, 


ALTON. 


Wm. P. Boynton. 
J. V. E. Marsh. 


AURORA. 
Hopkins, Peffers & 
Hopkins. 
Frank R. Reid. 
Fred. B. Silsbee. 


BELLEVILLE. 


A. A. Miller. 
J. O. Miller. 
BELVIDERE. 
P. H. O'Donnell 
Hon. R. W. Wright. 
BLOOMINGTON. 
John G. Boeker. 
Louis Fitzhenry. 
Bracken, Young & 
Peirce. 
Barry & Morrissey. 
Henry D. Spencer. 
CARTHAGE. 
Charles A. James. 
Wm. B. Risse. 
Charles J. Scofield. 
CHICAGO. 
E. A. Aborn. 
Samuel Adams. 
Alden, Latham & 
Young. . 
Hon. C. H. Aldrich. 
Ashcraft & Ashcraft, 
R. W. Barger. 
Thomas R. Beman. 
Aug. Binswanger. 
J. M. H. Burgett. 
W. F. Carroll. 
Axel Chytraus, 
Wells M. Cook. 
E, S, Cummings, 
F. C. Dillard. 
E. R. Eldridge. 
E. B. Esher. ws 
Herman Frank. 
Herrick, Allen, Boy- 
eson & Martin. 
Wm. Holly. 
Wilber N. Horner. 
W. T Hughes. 
Elmér Allen Kim- 


ball. 
P. W. Loskill. 
F. J Loesch. 
Frank E. Lord. 
Geo. E. McCaughan. 
Joseph A. McInerney 
James C. McShane. 
A. W. Martin. 
Mastin & Sherlock. 
Mayer, Meyer & 
Austrian. 
Albert H. Moodricker 
Thos. J. Morgan. 
Edward H Morris. 
Chas F. Morse. 
Edwin A. Munger. 
J. S. Murray. 
Jacob Newman. 
Wm. E. O'Neill. 
E. B. Peirce. 
Ira J. Pettiford. 
F. P. Read, 
H. A. Ritter. 
Rosenthal & Hamill. 
John L. Shortall. 
Thomas IL. Stitt. 
Dennis W. Sullivan. 
Cc. C. Winegardner. 
Chas. A. Williams. 





CHICAGO. 
Winston, Payne & 
Strawn. 
Cyrus J. Wood. 
CLINTON. 
Michael Donohue. 
ANVI 


a Penwell & 
Lind 
DECATUR. 
James S. Baldwin. 
I. A. Buckingham. 
D. Hutchison. 
EAST ST. LOUIS. 
L. O. Whitnel. 
Hon. W. E. Traut- 
man. 
EFFINGHAM. 
G. F. Taylor. 
— 
W. F. Keith. 
EVANSTON. 
John F. Boyer, J. P. 
FARMER CITY. 
Herrick & Herrick. 
FULTON. 
Chas. C. McMahon. 
GALENA. 
Hon. Thomas H. 
Hodson. 


E. J. King.- 
Williams, Lawrence, 
Welsh & Green. 

GOLCONDA. 

Wm. H. Moore. 
HILLSBORO. 

E. Lane. 
JACKSONVILLE. 

BHdward P. Kirby, 
KANKAKEE. 

W. J. Brock. 
LINCOLN. 

Beach & Hodnett. 
MACOMB 

Neese & Elting. 

Vose & Creel. 
MARSHALL. 


Andrews & Vause. 
John MeNutt, Jr. 
MONMOUTH. 


Hon. J. C. Seyster. 
OTTAWA. 

Owen Anderson. 
PARIS. 

‘Joseph I. Dyag. 

F. E. Shopp. 


Prettyman, Velde & 
Prettyman. 
PEORIA. 
Jack, Irwin, Jack 
& Miller. 
PONTIAC. 


ROCKFORD. 


. Fersguson. 
Hon. A. H. Frost. 
B. A. Knight. 
Robert Rew. 

R. K. Welsh. 

ROCK ISLAND. 
Jackson, Hurst & 

Stafford. 

SHAWNEETOWN. 
D. M. Kinsall, 

Tae. 


John Faissler. 
TUSCOLA 
Soya & Eckhart, 


URBA 
Thos, “ Roth. 





CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 














WAUKEGAN. 

Cooke, Pope & Pope. 
WINCHESTER. 
James M. Riggs. 


INDIANA. 


ANDERSON. 

Glenda Burke Slay- 

maker. 

J. A. Van Osdal, 
ATTICA. 

J. W. Whiskson. 

A. E. Yount. 
AUBURN. 


Brooks & Brooks. 
CLOVERDALE. 

J. F. O’Brien. 
COLUMBUS. 

Francis T. Hord. 

Cc. 8. Baker. 
CONNERSVILLE. 

McKee, Frost. & 

Elliott, 

CRAWFORDSVILLE, 

Benj, Crane, 
DELPHI. 

Hon. J. H. Gould. 

James T. Cutler. 
EVANSVILLE. 

Cc. B. Harris. 

Logsdon & Mason. 


FORT WAYNE. 
Breen’ & Morris. 
W. G. Colerick. 

E. V. Emrick. 
Samuel M. Hench. 
A. A. Purman. 
Hon. — Zollars. 

FRANKII 
White ~y ‘White. 

GARY. 


Curtis, Widholm & 
Slick. 
Henry C. Price. 
GOSHEN. 
Deahl & Deahl. 


GREENSBURG. 
John F. Goddard. 
Wickens & Osborn. 
GREENWOOD. 
BE. A. McAlpin. 
HAMMOND. 
lL. L. Bomberger, 
Walter J. Lotz. 
HUNTINGTON. 
Sumner Kenner. 
Emmett O. King. 
INDIANAPOLIS. 
Bamberger & Feible- 
man. 
Henry W. Bullock. 
Chas. M. Cooper. 
Guilford A. Deitch. 
Geo. W. Galvin. 
J. T. V. Hill. 
M. W. Hopkins. 
W. E. Jeffrey. 
Aquilla Q. Jones, 
Collie E. Kinney. 


Robert W. McBride. 


McDonald & White. 


Newton J. McGuire. 


W. S& McMaster. 
Harry J. Milligan. 
Geo. W. Payne. 
W. N. Pickerill. 

L. Ebling Reinhold. 
W. W. Thornton. 
JEFFERSONVILLE. 
Wilmer T. Fox. 

KNOX 
Charles H. Peters. 
KOKO 
Bell = Purdum. 
John B. Joyce. 





LAFAYETTE. 
Edgar G. Collins. 
A. L. Kumler. 

E. P. Hammond, 
Charles E. Lake. 
J. F. McHugh. 
Dan W. Simms. 

LA PORTE. 

W. E. Higgins. 
ee 

D. Cc. Arthur. 

Charles E. Hale. 

M. B. Lairy. 

Hon. John §S. Lairy. 

MARION. 

Henry & Elliot. 
Frank Stout, 

MENTONE. 

J. F. Bowman. 

MONTICELLO. 

R. J. Million. 

MT. VERNON. 

G, V, Mensies, 

MUNCIE, 

Frank Ellis, 

Wm. T. Raymond 
Koons & Koons. 
W. W. Orr. 
Francis A. Shaw. 
R. E. Stevenson. 

NAPPANBE. 

Perry A. Early. 

NEW ALBANY. 
Geo. H. Hester. 
Wm. H. Roose. 

PERU. 

Cox & Andrews, 

PORTLAND. 
Emerson McGriff. 

ROCHESTER. 

J. H. Bibler. 
Oo. F. Montgomery. 

ROCKVILLE. 
Elwood Hunt. 

RUSHVILLE. 


John H. Kiplinger. -- 


Wallace Morgan. 
eet viEse. 

J. W. Billman, 
SOUTH BEND. 

Charles A. Davey. 

George Ford. 

Wm. A. MclInerny. 
SPENCER. 

I. H. Fowler. 
SULLIVAN. 

W. H. Bridwell. 

Charles D. Hunt. 

A. D. Leach. 

J. W. Lindley. 
TERRE HAUTE. . 

H. J. Baker. 

R. H. Catlin. 

W. T. Douthitt. 

Cc. A. Royse. 
TIPTON. 

J. F. Pyke. 
UNION CITY. 

Wm. W. Fowler 
VALPARAISO 


Crumpacker & Daly. 


VERSAILLES. 
Adam Stockinger. 
VEVAY. 
F. M. Griffith. 


IOWA. 


ADEL. 

R. S. Barr. 
ALBIA. 

John T. Clarksow 
ALGONA. 

J. L. Bonar. 
ATLANTIC. 

Jas. B. Bruff. 

S. H. Rudolph. 
BEDFORD. 

Flick & Flick, 
BOONE. 

J R. Whitaker. 
BURLINGTON. 

LaMonte Cowles. 

J. T. Niick. 





CEDAR FALLS. 
J. B. Newman. 
CEDAR RAPIDS. 
Jamison & Smyth. 
Redmond & Stewart 
CLINTON. 
Chase & Seaman. 
R. P. McCoy. 
CORYDON. 
COMNCIL BLUFFS. 


W. B. Mitchell. 
Emmet Tinley. 


CRESCO. 


Charles Pergler. 
CRESTON. 
D. W. Higbee. 
DAVENPORT. 
Jas. W. Bollinger. 
Cook & Dodge. 
Henry E. C. Ditzen. 
M. V. Gannon. 
J. @ Hall. 
Hass & Hamann. 
F. D. Letts. 
Louis KR Roddewig. 
Schmidt & Vollmer. 
~ =" son. 
- 
Hw. F Barthel. 
DES MOINES. 
Bowen, Brockett & 
Weldy. 
oO. M. Brockett. 
Guv R. Carson. 
Dudley & Coffin. 
I. M. Earle. 
Guernsey, Parker & 
Miller. 


Halloran & Starkey. 


Chas. E. Hunn. 

Cc. W. Johnston. 

W. E. Miller. 

Clinton I. Nourse. 

Oscar Strauss. 

Sullivan & Sullivan. 

Ss. G. VanAuken. 

Geo. Wambach. 
DE WITT. 

we A Cotton. 
DUBUQUE 

John G. Chalmers. 

J. P, Frantzen, 

Kenline & Roedell,: 
ESTHERVILLE. 

Albert H. Nash. 
FORT DODGE. 

Wm. T. Chantland. 

R. M. Wright. 
GLENWOOD. 

C. E. Dean. 

John Y. Stone, 
HARLAN. 

G. W. Cullison. 
IOWA CITY. 

Walter M. Davis. 

John J. Ney. 
KEOKUK. 

F. T. MeCoid. 
LAURENS. 

F. C. Gilchrist. 
LE MARS 

P. Farrell. 
LIVERMORE. 

F. M. Miles. 
MANNING. 

Oo. W. Emmons. 
MUSCATINE. 

E. M. Warner. 
MARSHAI LITOWN. 

Hon. 1. M. Parken. 
POCAHONTAS. 

Ralston & Shaw. 
RED OAK. 

Beeson & Thomas. 
ROCKW ELL CITY. 


i SHEN ANDOAH. 


G. B. Jennings. 
SIOUX CITY. 

John H. Jackson. 

Kass Bros. 
STORM LAKBD. 

James De Land, 





TAMA 

J. W. Willett. 
TIPTON. 

W. G. W. Geiger. 
WATERLOO. 

M. M. Jones. 

Cc. D. Kern. 

Edward H. McCoy. 

Hon. C. W. Mullan. 
WAUKON. 

Dayton & Dayton. 

Douglas Deremore. 
WEBSTER CITY. 

A. N. Boeye. 

Wesley Martin. 


KANSAS, 


ARKANSAS CITY. 

L. C. Brown. 

J. Mack Love. 

A. J. Willer. 
BELOIT. 

M. E. Michaelson. 
CANEY. 

Fairchild & Parsons 

W. A. Merrill, 
CHETOPA. 

A. D. Neale. 
CLAY CENTER. 

W. P. Anthony. 
COFFEY VILLE. 

Philip H. Cass. 

J. H. Keith. 

W. E. Zeigler. 
ELLSWORTH. 

Dallas Grover. 


Biddle & Lardner. 

John H. Crain. 
GALENA. 

Truman T. Burr. 
GARDEN CITY. 

Miller & Foster 
GREENSBURG. 

J. W. Davis. 
HOLTON. 

John D. Meyers. 
sae ay ayy ee 

x A. Amos. 

HUTCHINSON. 


INDEPENDEN-E. 
oO. P. Ergenbright. 
J. W. Holdren. 
E. J. Lambert. 
Stenford & Stanford. 
Thos. E. Wagstaff. 
IOLA. 
Camovbell & Goshorn 
W. D. Cope. 
R. E. Cullison. 
A. I. Florence. 
Hon. Oscar Foust. 
Samuel A. Gara. 
JEWELL. 
J. Ce: Postlewaite & 
Son. 
JUNCTION CITY. 
Jas. V. Humphrey. 
wy CITY. 
T. P. Anderson. 
Geo. W. Littick. 
Cc. O. Littick. 
Edwin S. MeAnany. 
John T. Sims. 
Ware, Nelson & 


Thos. Harley. 

L. H. Menger. 
J. H Mitchell. 
LEAVENWORTH. 
A. EX Dempsey. 
J. H. Wendorff, 

LIBERATI. 
V. H. Grinsteaa. 
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MEDICINB LODGE. 
G. M. Martin. 


Johnston & Merrill. 


PARSONS 
EK. O. Ellis. 
W. Iden. 
PHILLIPSBURG. 


Judge W. H. Pratt. 


PITTSBURG. 

WW. .2. Fege. 
RUSSELL 

J. G. Vogelsang. 
SALINA. 

| ae * panes 
TOPEK 

Ww. % 'S. Bird. 

T. F. Garver. 

L. H. Greenwood. 

Otis E. Hungate. 

M. A. Low. 

W. S. McClintock. 

H. C. Rvot. 

A. M. Thomas. 

D. C Tillotson. 
TROY. 

P. L. Soper. 
WELLINGTON. 

W. T. McBride. 
WICHITA. 

John W. Adams. 

John D. Davis. 

Foulke & Matson. 

M. C. Freerks. 

Adrian S. Houck. 

F. K. Hammers, 

Houston & Brooks. 
WINFIELD. 

S. A. Smith. 


KENTUCKY. 


BARDSTOWN. 

N. W. Halstead. 
CATLETTSBURG. 

J. F. Coldiron. 

Geo. B. Martin. 
DANVILLE. 

W. H. Roberts. 
EDPDYVILLE. 

Newton W. Utley. 
ELIZABETHTOWN. 

H, L. James. 
ELKTON. 

S. Walton Forgy. 
FRANKFORT. 

Wm. Rogers Clay. 

T. L. Edelen. 

Elwood Hamilton. 

T. R. McGregor. 
FULTON. 

Herschel T. Smith. 
GREENUP. 

Hon. J. B. Bennett. 
HARRODSBURG. 


Wm. L. Whittinghill. 


HAWESVILLE. 

Eugene C. Vance. 
HENDERSON. 

Clay & Clay. 
HYDEN. 

J. M. Mancy. 
KERZ. 

Jas. Pendleton. 
LAWRENCEBURG. 

Morris W. Bartlett. 
LEXINGTON. 

J. A. Edge. 

A. S. Moore. 

Shelbv & Shelby. 

Pp. J. Sherry. 

R. c. Stoll. 

L. Williamson, 

Low ISVILLE. 

Arthur Bensinger. 

Paul Blackwood. 

A. S. Brandeis. 

WwW. C. Brown. 

R. C&C. Davis. 

William B. EHagles. 





LOUISVILLE. 
G. A. Ellerkamp. 
Fairleigh, Straus & 
* Fairleigh. 
Arthur E. Hopkins. 
W. S. Hogue. 
Clemens Huggins. 
Junius C. Klein, 
Kohn, Baird, Sloss & 
Kohn. 
D. M. Rodman. 
Delos B. Rogers. 
Cc. B. Seymour. 
Wm. Arthur Spindle 
MAYSVILLE. 
Geo. W. Adair. 
Hon. A. M. J. Coch- 


ran. 
Frank P. O’Donnell.. 
MEEK. 
Wm. G. Wells. 
MORGANFIELD. 

W. T. Harris. 
MORGANTOWN. 

Anthony Thatcher. 
NEWPORT. 

M. B. Kendrick. 
OW ENSBORO. 

E. B. Anderson. 

Gilbert Holbrook. 
PADUCAH. 

E. W. Bagby. 

Sanders E. Clay. 

Jno. W. Egester. 

J. CG Flournoy. 
PAINTSVILLE. 

J. F. Bailey. 

M. C. Kirk. 

Vaughn, Howes & 

Howes. 

PIKEWILLE. 

S Marion Cecil. 

James M. Roberson. 
Pe a ae 

¢ . Metcalf. 

oO. v. “Riley. 
PRESTONBURG. 

W. C. Goble. - 
RU cy ILLE. 

s. Crewdson. 
WILLTAMSBURG. 

H. H. ‘Tye. 

R. S. Rose. 


LOUISIANA, 


ALEXANDRIA 
G. Porno Whitting- 


to 
COVINGTON. 
Miller & Morgan. 
CROWLEY. 
P. J. Chappuis. 
Thos. R. Smith. 
Story & Pugh. 
FRANKLIN. 
Paul Kramer. 
Chas. A. O'Neill. 
LAKE CHARLES. 
R. L. Belden. 
L. A. Goudeau. 
Paul W. Hortig.. 
Taylor & Taylor. 
NEW ORLEANS. 
Edgar M. Cahn. 
Carroll & Carroll. 
Clegg & Quintero. 
Dart & Kernan. 

T. & Davenport. 
Farrar, Jonas & 
Kruttschnitt. 

John L. Feliu. 

Chas. Payne Fenner, 
Chas. F. Fletchinger 
Rufus E. Foster. 
P. Cc. Lassalle. 
Lazarus, Michel & 

Lazarus. 

Edwin J. Mahoney. 
Martin H. Manion, 
Harold A. Moise. 
Robert J. Perkins. 
Jaines M. Pierce. 
Chas. S. Rice. 





NEW ORLEANS. 
Frank L. Richard- 
son. 
Wynne G. Rogers. 
J. B. Rosser, Jr. 
E. D. Saunders. 
M. C. Scharff. 
Sompayrac & Wes- 
terfield. 
W. B. Spencer. 
John F. ‘Tobin. 
Carsten E. Torjusen. 
Thompson B. Walker 
BE. S. Whitaker. 
OPEI.OUSAS. 
L. Austin Fontenot. 
SHRBEVEPORT. 
T. F. Bell, Jr. 
Davis & Browne. 
Files & Fisher. 
W. H. Wise. 
SLIDELL. 
B. Elmo 
VIDALIA. 
Jno. S. Roatner, Jr. 
WINNFIELD. 
Grisham, Oglesby & 
Stennis. 


Bollinger. 


; 


MAINE. 


DEXTER. 
J. Willis” Crosby. 


PORTLAND. 
John T. Fagan. 
Geo. F. Gould. 
Seth L. Larrabee. 
Cc. P Mattocks. 
D. A. Meaher. 
Fravk W. Robinson. 


MARYLAND. 


BALTIMORE. 
Robert N. Baer. 
Allan Cleaveland. 
Howard E. Cruse. 
Milton Dashiell. 
Alexander Hardcas- 

e, Jr. 

W. Ashlie Hawkins. 
Lewis Uochheimer. 
Wm. C. McCard. 
Warner T. McGuinn. 
W. L. Marbury. 
HL E. Miles. s 
Jacob S. New. 
Edward N. Rich. 
A. R. Riggs. 
Ralph Robinson. 
A. de Russy Sap- 


CUMBERLAND. 
J. W. S. Cochrane. 
DeWarren H. Rey- 
nolds. 
Joseph Spriggs. 
HAGERSTOWN. 
Alexander Arm- 
strong, Jr. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


BOSTON. 

Joseph Bennett. 

Henry 8S. Dewey. 

Samuel T. Harris. 

James E. Kelley. 

J. tL. O'Neill. 

J. W. Pickering. 

Charles F. Spear. 

Vahey, Innes & 
Mansfield. 

Samuel P White. 





LOWELL. 
John J. Pickman. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
James L. Doherty. 
WEBSTER. 
H. J. Clarke. 
WORCESTER. 
William C. Mellish. 


MICHIGAN, 


ADRIAN. 
Geo. W. Ayers. 
a Mitchell, 


ZC. Montague. 
Hon. Philip Padg- 
ham. 
Wm. W. Warner. 
ANN ARBOR. 
be ia G. Doty, 


+P, 

BATTLE CREEK. 
Hon. Jesse Arthur. ° 
Burritt Hamilton. 

CADILLAC. 

E. E. Haskins, 

DETROIT. 

Atkinson & Atkin- 
son. 

E. S. Clarkson, 

Ronald Kelly. 

H. A. Lockwood. 

Sidney T. Miller. 

Isaac N. Payne. 

Washington I. Rob- 
inson. 

Geo. A. Safford. 

Hal. H. Smith, 

S. G. Thompson. 

FLINT 
Everett L. Bray. 

GLADWIN. 

Hon. T. G. Campbell 

GRAND RAPIDS. 
Boltwood & Bolt- 

wood. 

Colin P. Campbell. 
H. Monroe Dunham. 
Gerald Fitz Gerald. 
H. H. Freeland, 
Reupen Hatch. 
James A. Lombard. 
Taggart Ry Taggart. 

HOUGHTO 
; oe 27 Birectiis, 

JACKSON. 

Thos. A. Wilson. 

LANSING. 

Harris E. Thomas, 

MARION. 

W. L. Kinney. 

MARQUETTE. 

c. F. Button. 

MENOMINEE 
Michael % Doyle. 

MT. CLEM 
Seth W. cnight. 

MUSKEGON. 

F. W. Cook. 
Willard J. Turner, 

SAULT STE. MARIE. 

Geo. A. Cady. 


MINNESOTA, 


AL ae LEA. 
H. H. Dunn. 
ARGYLE. 
P. Kirsch. 
BERMIDJI. 
M. J. Brown. 
BRAINERD. 
T. C. Blewitt. 
Hon. W. S. McClena- 
han 


CROOKSTON. 
Charles Loring. 
Miller & Foote. 
DETROIT. 
Schroeder & Carman 
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DULUTH. 


W. G. Crosby. 

M. Douglas. 

Victor H. Gran. 

Warren E. Greene. 

I. C. Harris. 

Ss. T. Harrison. 

Andrew Nelson. 

John G. Williams. 
FERGUS FALLS. 

Leonard FEriksson. 

N. F. Field. 
FOSSTON. 

J. Albert Hendricks 


GRAND MARAIS. 

LU. c. Titus. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 

Alfred L. Thwing. 
HALLOCK. 

Edward Nelson. 

Elmer C. Yetter. 
HIBBING. 

Ss. C. Scott. « 
LANESBORO 

A. G. Chapman. 
LITCHFIELD. 

March Bros. 
LITTLE FALLS. 

E. F. Shaw. 
LUVERNE. 

Jay A. Kennicott. 
MILACA. 

Carl F. J. Goebel. 
MINNEAPOLIS. 

Geo. M. Bleecker. 

Hon. Wilbur F. 

Booth. 

EF. T. Brandebury. 

e¢. A. Bucknam. 

F. B. Dodge. 

Fifield & Fifield. 

H. R. Hewitt. 

F. V. Inskeep. 

Cc. Cc. Joslyn. 

Kerr & Fowler. 

Willis A. McDowell. 

John J. Martin. 

Phil. T. Megaarden. 

A. C. Middlestadt. 

Fred H. Spicer. 

D. H.- Stubbs. 
PRESTON. 

H. $. Bassett. 
RED WING. 

Albert Johnson, 
ROCTIESTER. 

Burt W. Eaton. 

Thomas Spillane. 
ST. CLOUD 

James L. Jenks. 
ST. PAUL. 

F. Barta. 

Alf. E. Boyesen. 

Hon. c@ L. Brown. 

Cahill & Funke. 

Guy L. Caldwell. 

N. H. Clapp. 

F. H, Ewing: 

Harold, Harris. 

G. Loevinger. 

Frederick L. Me- 

Ghee. 

Cc. D. O’Brien. 

JT. Dp. O’Brien. 

E. D. Reynolds. 

Edward G. Rogers. 

Edward P. Sanborn. 

Cc. B. Schmidt. 

W. M. Stephenson. 

Ambrose Tighe 

John W. Willis. 
SPOONER. 

Geo. E. Ericson. 
THIBPF RIVER FALLS 

G. Halvorson. 
WARREN. 
Julins J. Olson. 
WASECA 

John Moonan. 
WINNEBAGO. 

W. H. Hodgman. 





WINONA. 
Brown, Abbott & 
Somsen. 
Hon. A. H. Snow. 
M. B. Webber. 


MISSISSIPPI, 


ABERDEEN. 
W. H. Clifton. 
G. J. Leftwich. 
McFarland & Mc- 
Farland, 
BILOXI. 
Doty & Elmer. 
BROOKHAVEN. 
Brady, Jr. 
P. Z. Jones. 
J. W. McNair. 
CANTON. 
J. B. Chrisman, Jr. 
CAPELL. 
. R. Lindsay. 
CLEVELAND. 
Sillers & Owen. 
CORINTH. 


Candler & Candler. 


GREENVILLE. 
Le Roy Percy. 
A. J. Rose. 

GREENWOOD. 

Gardner & Whit- 
tington. 

GULFPORT. 

M. D. Brown. 
R. C. Cowan. 
Hanun Gardner. 
V. A. Griffith. 
is a — 


H: a4 TIESBURG. 
Ariel C. Cherry. 
T. C. Hannah, 

HAZI-EHURST. 

Cc. Dodds. 

INDIANOLA. 

Frank E. Everett. 

JACKSON. 

P. G. Cooper. 
Harris, Powell & 
Willing. 


Hon. Sydney Smith. 


R. H. Thompson. 
H. V. Watkins. 
KOSCIUSKO. 


Clarence E. Morgan. 


LAUREL. 


- D. Kinnison. 

LEXINGTON. 

W. L. Dyer. 

H. H. Elmore. 

G. H. MeMorrough. 

R. C. McBee. 

A. M. Pepper. 
LIBERTY. 

R. S. Stewart. 
MFIRIDIAN. 

C. B. Cameron. 

Cochran & McCants. 

R. A. Collins. 

Cc. M. Wright. 
NATCHEZ. 

Ernest E. Brown 

A. H. Geisenberger. 
NEWTON. 

W. T. Munn. 
OKOLONA. 

L. P. Haley. 
OXFORD. 

W. V. Sullivan. 

Edgar Webster. 
POPLARVILLE. 

Theo. G. Bilbo, 

H. H. Parker. 
PRENTISS. 

Warren Upton. 
PURVIS. 

Cc. G. Mayson. 
ROSEDALE. 

Chas. Scott, 

& Scott. 


Woods 





SCRANTON. 
Denny & Denny. 
SUMNER. 
A. L. Whitten. 
TYLERTOWN. 
J. Fred Fant. 
VICKSBURG. 
W. E. Mollison. 
N. Vick Robbins. 
WEST JACKSON. 
Girdlestone & Jaap. 
YAZOO CITY. 
Campbell & Camp- 
bell. 
Henry, Barbour & 
Henry. 


MISSOURI. 


AURORA. 

Edward J. White. 
BETHANY. 

G. W. Wanamaker. 
BLOOMFIELD. 

N. A. ee 
BRUNSWICK 

Benecke & Benecke 
CAMERON. 


W. E. Glenn. 
CAPE GIRARDEAU. 

H. E. Alexander. 
CARTHAGE. 

J. H. Bailey. 

H. W. 

Howard Gray. 

J. W. Halliburton. 

R. A. Mooneyham. 


CHILLICOTHE. 

L. .A. Chapman. 
CLAYTON. 

T. 8. ~ eda 
CLINTON 

Go. ¥. Berry. 
COLLINS. 


W. H. Plaster. 


EXCELSIOR SPGS. 

Wm. E. Fowler. 
FAYETTE. 

R. M. Bagby. 
HAMILTON. 

D. E. Adams. 
HANNIBAL. 

F. W. Neeper. 

E. W. Nelson. 
HARRISONVILLE. 

W. D. Summers. 
HERMITAGE. 

F. Marion Wilson. 
HOUSTON. 

W. F. Carroll. 

Dooley & Salyer. 

Lamar & Lamar. 
HOUSTONTA. 

E. B. Powell. 
SF RFBPRSON CITY. 

Thos. H. Antrobus. 
JOPLIN. 

J. Cc. Ammerman. 

E. B. Chestnut. 

John B. Cole. 

F. D. Decker. 

Fred. W. Kelsey. 

Haywood Scott. 

MeIndoe & Thur- 

man. 

A. E. Spencer. 
— CIrrT. 

N. Adams. 
aire D. Ashler. 
Daniel W. Brown. 
Frank T. Burnham. 
L. F. Coffn, 

L. N. Dempsey. 
Kenneth McC. De- 

Weese. 

Francis C. Downey. 
John A. Eaton. 
Henry N. Ess. 





KANSAS CITY. 

Hon. Thos. P. Fen- 

lon. 

B. P. Finley. 

Franklin D. 

S. A. Handy. 

Harkless & Histed. 

W. A. Harnsberger. 

Johnson & Lucas. 

G. M. Johnston. 

H. C. McDougal. 

M. J. Pendergast. 

Grant I. Rosenzweig 

Cc. E. Small. 

S. W. Taylor. 

Warner & Dean. 

B. Wells. 
KENNETT. 

John H. Bragley. 

W. R. Satterfield. 
LEXINGTON. 

Judge Richard Field 
LIBERTY 

~~ & Allen. 
MARYVILLE. 

M. E. Ford. 
MAYSVILLE. 

Hewitt & Hewitt. 
MEMPHIS. 

Smoot & Smoot. 
MEXICO. 

Clarence A. Barnes. 

W. W. Fry. 

Geo. Robertson. 
MOBERLY. 

E. O. Doyle. 

6 J. Lilly. 

J. W. Wight. 
MONETT 

D. S. Mayhew. 


Glore. 


MONTGOMERY CITY. 


Claude R. Ball. 
NEOSHO. 

James H. Pratt. 
NEVADA. 

J. B. Johnson. 

J. B. Journey. 

J. R. Moss. 

Hon. S. A. = right. 
NEW as 

Adlai J. aaah, 
PLATTE CrrT. 


Norton B. Anderson. 
RICHMOND. 

~ eo pace. 
ST. JOSE 


Milton yg ‘Bauer. 
Frank B. Fulkerson 
Gabbert & Mitchell. 
Geo. W. Groves. 
W. B. Pistole. 
O. M. Shanklin. 
W. H. Sherman. 
ST. LOUTS. 
BE. T. Allen. 
Fugene H. Angert. 
Hon. Shepard Bar- 
clay. 
J. G. Beckman. 
Wells H. Blodgett. 
Brvan & Christie. 
Willi Brown. 
Bovle & Priest. 
R. T. Brownrieg, 
Robert Burkham. 
J. Carter Carstens. 
N. C. Collier. 
Edward C. Crow. 
J. E. Dame. 
Fdward D'Arcy. 
Dickson & Dickson. 
Hon. Daniel Dillon. 
Hon. Walter B. 
Douglas. 
John G. Egan. 
Albert S&. Ennis. 
W. F. Evans. 
Hon. Robert M. 
Foster. 
A. M. Frumberg. 
Vital W. Garesche. 
mereoed Greensfel- 


James Hagerman. 
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ST. LOUIS. 
Claud D. Hall. 
Harlan, Jeffries & 
Wagner. 


Albert E. Hausman. 


Hon. Warwick 
Hough. 
Johnson, Houtts, 


Marlatt & Hawes. 


William J. Jones. 

William T. Jones. 

F. N. Judson. 

A. C. Ketring. 

J. F. Lee. 

F. W. Lehman. 

Geo. R. Lockwood. 

L. McDaniel. 

Hon. Jesse A. Mc- 
Donald. 

Frederick A. May- 
hall 

zee. A. D. Nortoni. 
Carl Otto 


Hon. Matt G. Reyn- 


olds. 

Alexander Rahm. 

A. H. Robbins. 

E. S. Robert. 

Hon. Virgil Rule. 

Hon. O'Neil Ryan. 

Wm. Sacks. 

Scullin & Chopin. 

Louis A. Steber. 

Stern & Haberman. 

A. M. Sullivan. 

Charles Summers. 

—_—. Danie} G. Tay: 

or, 

John C. Vaughan. 

Sam H. West. 

Joseph Wheless. 

Chas. P. Williams. 

Tyrrell Williams. 

James E. Withrow. 
ST. MARY’S. 

T. B. Whitledge. 
SALEM. 

J. D. Guston. 
SEDALIA. 

J. H. Bothwell. 

P. H. Sangree. 
SRINGFIELD. 

T. J. Delaney. 

Louis P. Ernst. 

Jno. §. Farrington. 

A. B. Lovan. 

E. Merritt. 

O. H. Travers. 

Wright Bros. & 


Blair. 
TRENTON. 
Platt Hubbell. 
VAN BUREN. 
Garry H. Yount. 


MONTANA. 


ANACONDA. 
J. H. Duffy. 
BIL —— 


Swank. 
BU TTE, 
William F. Barta. 
John F. Davies, 
M. J. English. 
M. D. Kelly. 
Maury & Temple- 
man. 
William Meyer. 
DILLON. 
J. B. Poindexter... 
FORSYTH. 
F. V. H. Collins. 
GLASGOW. 
Geo. E. Hurd. 
GREAT FALLS. 
Ransom Cooper. 
Jas. W. Freeman. 
W. H. Meigs. 
HAMILTON. 
R. A. O’Hara. 
HELENA. 
Lincoln Working. 
H. G. McIntire. 





KALISPELL 

J. H. Stephens. 
LEWISTOWN. 

Jas. M. Blackford. 

Edgar G. Worden. 
LIVINGSTON. 

Miller & O'Connor. 


John A. Tressler. 
MILES CITY. 
Geo. W. Farr, 
Cc. H. Loud. 
Sydney Sanner. 
Sharpless Walker. 
MISSOULA. 
A. L. Duncan. 
Thos. C. Marshall. 
Woody & Woody. 


NEBRASKA. 


AUBURN. 

E. Ferneau. 
AURORA. 

Chas. P. Croft. 

J. H. Grosvenor. 

John A. Whitmore. 
BEATRICE. 


John rs Davies. 
COLUMBUS. 

Albert & Wagner. 

A. M. Post. 
ELWOOD. 

oO. EF. Bozarth. 
GRAND ISLAND. 

Arthur C. Mayer. 

Chas. G. Ryan. 
HASTINGS. 

R. A. Butty. 

M. A. Hartigan. 
HEBRON. 
J. T. McCuistion. 
IMPERIAL. 

P. W. Sentt. 
a a tag rom 

L. re. 

LINCOL 

G. W. , 

Flansburg & Wil- 

liams. 

W. B. Price. 

Strode & Strode. 
McCOOK. 

John F. Cordeal. 

Cc. E. Eldre 
MINDEN. 

Lewis C. Paulson. 
NERRASKA CITY. 

W. H. Pitzer. 

John C. Watson. 
OMAHA. 

T.vsle I. Abbott. 


Edward L. Bradley. 


B. G. Burbank, 

A. H. Burnett 

H. Fischer. 

W. D. Giffin. 

T. A. Hollister. 

James E. Kelby. 

—er Kenne jy, 

y 

A. L. Knabe. 

G. E. Pritchett. 

Guy R. C. Read. 

W. W. Slabaugh. 

Weaver & Giller. 
PLATTSMOUTH. 

M. Archer. 

D. O. Dwyer. 
SCOTT’S BLUFF. 

L. Ik Raymond. 
SOUTH OMAHA. 

FE. T. Farnsworth. 

Charles W. Sears. 
WISNER. 

A. R. Oleson. 





NEVADA. 


DAYTON. 
Baker & Miller. 
GOLDFIELD. 
T. L. Foley. 
Chas. L. Hayes. 
Lewis H. Rogers. 
RENO. 
J. B. Dixon. 
Frank D. Ring. 


TONOPAH. 


Mark R. Averill. 


Bartlett & Thatcher. 


P. E. Keeler. 


Morris & McCarran. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


BERLIN. 

Rich & Marble. 
CONCORD. 

R. E. Walker. 
GORHAM. 

Rich & Marble. 
MANCHESTER. 

Burnham, Brown, 

Jones & Warren. 

Nelson Leach. 

R. J. Peaslee. 

D. A. a 
NEWPO 

I. M. ll 
WHITEFIELD. 

E. M. Bowker. 


NEW JERSEY. 


ATLANTIC CITY. 
Isaac H. Nutter. 
Louis A. Repetto. 

BRIDGETON. e 
Walter H. Bacon. 

CAMDEN. 

Powell K. Martin. 

EAST ORANGE. 
George H. Peirce. 

HOBOKEN. 

Wm. S. Stuhr. 

JERSEY CITY. 
Collins & Corbin. 

NEWARK 


Philemon Woodruff. 
NEW MEXICO. 


ALAMOGORDO. 

Byron Sherry. 
ALBUQUERQUE. 

F. W.. Clancy. 

O. N. Marron. 

H. F. Raynolds. 
CARLSBAD. 

D. G. Grantham. 
CARRIZOZO. 

Geo. W. Hall. 
DEMING. 

Ralph C. Ely. 

R. F. Hamilton. 

James R. Waddell. 
LAS VEGAS. 

Geo. H. Hunker. 
PORTALES. 

Sam J. Nixon. 
RATON 
Bickley. 


SILVER CITY. 
A. H. Harllee. 
F. W. Vellacott. 
Percy Wilson. 
Frank J. Wright. 


NEW YORK. 


ALBANY. 
George Lawyer. 





BROOKLYN. 

Mortimer L. Hinch- 
man. 
Harry Ruttger, 

BUFFALO. \ 
Adelbert Moot. 

CANANDAIGUA. 

L. Cc. Hall. 

NEW YORK CITY. 
K. R. Babbitt. 
Baggott & Ryall. . 
Bradfard A. Bullock. 
A. H. Burroughs. 
Henry K. Davis. 
Hon. D. M. Delmas. 
Melville Egleston. 
Walter H. Liebmann 
Arthur L. Livermore, 

SYRACUSE 
D. A. Pierce. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


APEX. 

Percy J. Olive. 
ASHEVILLE. 

Louis M. Bourne. 

J. C. Martin. 

Fred. W. Thomas. 
CHARLOTTE. 

J. T. Sanders. 

F. U. Simmons. 


HAM. 
W. P. Cannady. 
FAIRMONT. 

James L. Telfair. 


GREENSBORO. 

Wm. P. Bynum, Jr. 

Robt. M. Douglas. 

N. L. Eure. 

Robert R. King. 

Geo. H. Mitchell. 

W. S. Needham. 

Thomson & Hoyle. 
HILLSBORO. 

Frank Nash. 
RALFIGH. 

D. P. Lane. 

Geo. L. Lane, Jr. 

H. E. Norris. 

Douglass & Sykes. 
ROCKINGHAM. 

A. S. Dockery. 
SALISBURY. 

Burton Craige. 

James H. Horah. 
SMITHFIELD. 

Pou & Brooks. 
WHITEVILLE. 

J. R. Williamson. 
WILSON. 

John E. Woodard. 
WINSTON-SALEM. 

David H. Blair. 

A. R. Bridgers. 

John §. Fitts. 

F. M. Kennedy. 

B. Cc. Tavis. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


ALEXANDER. 

Robert Norheim., 
AMBROSE 

Baker & Brace. 
BEACH. 

Geo. H. Purchase. 
BISMARCK. 

Geo. W. Newton. 
BOTTINEAU. 

E. C. Bowen, 

John J. Murphy. 
BOWBELLS. 

Geo. H. Gijersten. 
CROSBY. 

Geo. Cudhie. 
DICKINSON. 

Heffron & Baird, 

Thos. H. Pugh. 
ENDERLIN. 

Cc. A. Kvello. 
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EPPING. 

H. P. Wingerd. 
FARGO. 

W. H. Barnett. 

Arthur W. Cupler. 

A. T. Cole. 

Jno. D. Farrand. 
FESSENDEN. 

P. H. Woodward. 
GRAND FORKS. 

Geo. A. Bangs. 

‘T. R. Bangs. 

Bronson & Chance. 
JAMESTOWN. 

John Knauf. 

James A. Murphy. 

Oscar J. Seiler. 
KENMARE. 

Gray & Gray. 
LANGDON. 

J. G. Johnson. 
LARIMORE 

Stephen J. Cowley. 

Saml J. Radcliffe. 
LINTON. 

H. A. Armstrong. 
LISBON. 

Cc. O. Heckle. 
MINOT. 

M. J. Barrett. 

Percy S. Crewe. 

Greenleaf & Léigh- 

ton. 

PEMBINA. 


F. Smith. 
VAL LEY CITY. 
Theodore S. Lind- 
land. 
H. Winterer. 
WILLISTON. 
Aaron J. Bessie. 
Greenleaf & Fisk. 
ORK 


J. E. McCarthy. 
OHIO. 


BOWLING GREEN. 
P. J. Chase. 
BRYAN. 
Charles E. Scott. 
CANTON. 
Lynch & Day. 
CINCINNATI. 
Henry Baer. 
Hoffman, Bode & Le 
Blond. 
Burch & Johnson. 
Louis J. Dolle. 
A. A. Ferris. 
A. L. Herrlinger. 
Thornton M. Hinkle 
Louis J. Hoppe. 
Knight & Jones. 
Johnson & Levy. 
Mackoy & Mackoy. 
E. C. Pyle. 
Ernst Rehm. 
Hon. C. D. Robert- 
son. 
Hon. Jacob Schro- 
der. 


G. A. Shrague. 

E. W. Strong. 

James B. Swing. 

Cc. J. Van Fleet. 
CLEVELAND 

Brady & Dowling. 

T. H. Bushnell. 

F. BE. Dellenbaugh. 

John W. Hannon. 

re. L. Hessenmueller. 

F. A. Hruska. 

Cc. A. Judson. 

W. C. Rogers. 

H. G. Schaibly. 

Squire, Sanders & 

Dempsey. 





CLEVELAND. 

J. C. Stineman. 

Francis J. Wing. 
COLUMBUS. 

Arnold, Merton & 

Irvine. 

Hon. J L. Price, 

Pugh & Pugh. 
DAYTON. 

Frank S. Breene. 

John W. Kreitzer. 
ELYRIA. 

D. J. Nye. 
FINDLAY. 

F. E. Hurley. 
GREENVILLE, 

John C. Clark. 
HAMILTON. 

Edgar A. Belden. 
IRONTON. 

A. R. Johnson. 
LANCASTER 

John G. Reeves. 
LIMA. 

D. J. Cable. 

Cc. L. Fess. 
LONDON. 

Bruce P. Jones. 

R. H. McCloud. 


G. E. Mouser. 
OTTAWA. 

Bailey & Leasure. 
RAVENNA. 

W. J. Beckley. 
SIDNRY. 

Chas. C. Marshall. 
SPRINGFIELD. 

c. S. Olinger. 

W. M. Rockel. 
TOLEDO. 

J. Q. Adams. 

Louis Bartlett. 

O. S. Brumback. 

Fell & Schaal. 

Ino. A. Krance. 

Southard & South- 

ard, 


ee & Hart- 


ma 
YOUNGS ISTOWN. 
Geo. F. Arrell. 


Theodore A. Johnson 


OKLAHOMA. 


ADA. 
B. H. Epperson. 
Thomas P. Holt. 
AFTON. 
Mason & Bland, 
ALTUS. 
Guy P. Horton. 
ANADARKO. 
Cc. Ross Hume. 
APACHE. 
Robt. W. Godbey. 
ARDMORE. 
T. S. E. Brown. 
J. B. Champion. 
E. A. Howard. 
M. F. Winfrey. 
Davis, Freeman & 
Anderton. 
Potter, Bowman & 
Potter. 
ATOKA. 
W. S. Farmer. 
Humphreys & Ashe 
craft 
J. . Ralls. 
c Weeks. 
BARTLESVILLE. 
B. B. Foster. 
Tom George. 
Samuel G. Magee 
BIXBY. 
Lk. Bw. Taytor.. 
BLACKWELL. 
John S. Burger. 
W. C Teterick 
BOYNTON. 
R. E. Grason. 





BROKEN ARROW. 

J. S. Severson, 
CHANDLER, 

Decker & Decker. 

Owen & Nuley. 
CHECOTAH. 

Ben. D. Gross. 

J. B. Lucas. 
CHICKASHA. 

F. E. Riddle. 

J. H. Venable. 

Welborne & Mc- 

Calla. 

CLAREMORE. 

John Q. Adams. 

H. Jennings. 

Moody & Meyer. 
CLINTON. 

Henry Bulow. 

A. J. Welch. 
CORDELL. 

Burnette & Beets, 
COWETA. 

W. A. Brigham. 
CHEROKEE. 

W. L. Owen. 
DUNCAN. 

Robert Burns. 
DURANT 

J. M. Crook. 

Ferguson & Rich- 

ardson. 

J. Q. A. Harrod. 

W. E. Utterback. 
EL RENO. 

J. M. Frame. 
ENID. 

c. Pp. Fillebrown. 

Cc. H. Parker. 

J. C. Robberts. 

W. S. Whittinghill. 
EUFAULA 

John R. ‘McBeth. 
FORT GIBSON. 

E. H. Ortman. 
FRANCIS. 

H. A. Kroeger. 


FREDERICK. 

Ahern, Dial & Me- 

Daniel. 

GAGE. 

L. E. Moyer. 
GEARY. 

A. W. Johnson. 
GROVE 

Ad. Vv. © een 
GUTHR 


Jno. chadieiie. 
Rrown & Brown. 
Fred S Caldwell. 
B. F. Garrett. 
_Fred. W. Green. 
S. W. Hayes. 
W. B. Herod. 
Adelbert Hughes. 
Thos. G. Jones. 
M. J. Kane. 
F. H. McGuire. 
B. A. Mintonye. 
Chas. West. 
Remy & Hegem. 
BE. I. Saddler. 
Orville T. Smith. 
HENNESSBRY. 
Lee M. Gray. 
HOBART. 


Hon. Jas. R. Tolbert 


HOLDENVIT.LE 
| Ae 0 Langston. 
J. Erle Red. 


Walker, McCawley & 


Hurst. 
HUGO. 
T. O. Nelson. 


Geo. W. Richardson. 
Gaylord R. Wilcox| 


Willis & Works. 
INDIAHOMA. 

W. E. Billups. 
KIEFER. 

J. B. Robinson. 





KINGFISHER. 
John Bradley, Jr. 
D. K. Cunningham 
Tyler & Lewis. 
KIOWA. 
J. M. Johnson. 
LAHOMA. 
Arthur A. Stull. 
LAWTON. 
Alvin Campbell. 
S. M. Cunningham. 
Louis Davis. 
H. C. Hammonds. 
H. W. Hanna. 
Amil H. Japp. 
Chas. Mitschrich. 
M. T. Perkins. 


F. 
McALESTER. 
G. L. Andrews. 
F. J. Bonesteel, 
Boyd & Moore. 
T. Dick Davis. 
Benedict Elder. 
Geo. Fitzpatrick. 
W. Hayes Fuller. 
S. Guerrier. 
H. Augustus Guess 
F. H. Kellogg. 
Lester & Hammond. 
A. C. Marklay. 
R. H. Matthews. 
Hon. C. B. Stuart. 
Robert H. Tarter. 
MADILIL 
F. E. Kennamer. 
MULDROW. 
Thos. J. Watts. 
MUSKOGEE. 
Percival Adams. 
De Roos Bailey. 
M. G. Bailey. 
Brook & Brook. 
Brown & Stewart. 
Croshy & Crosby. 
Irwin Donovan. 
N. A. Gibson. 
Fdward C. Griesel. 
W. D. Halfhill. 
Hart & O'Hare. 
W. T. Hutchings. 
Archie V. Jones. 
Charles B. Law. 
Cornelius J. Jones. 
J. H. Lilley. 

D. C. Morrison. 
Gordon J. Murray. 
S. MecRea. 

N. B. Maxey. 

John B. Meserve. 

D. H. Morgan. 

Kenneth S. Murchi- 

ay 

Geo. S. Ramsey. 

S. R. Taylor. 

John R. Thomas. 

M. A. Thompson. 

W. H. Twine. 

H. T. Walker. 

John Watkins. 

John S whitt. 
NEWKIRK. 

J. L. Robertson. 
NORMAN. 

J. D. Grigsby. 

Ben. F. William, Jr. 
OKEMAH. 

J. C. Wright. 
OKLAHOMA. att. 

Oscar M. Ab 

Burwell, érockett & 

Johnson. 

T. G. Chambers. 

J. M. Dodson. 

A. T. Earley. 

Elwood & Brasted. 

Chas. R. Engleke. 

M. Fulton. 

Ernest L. Green. 

Wm. Harrison. 
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OKLAHOMA CITY. 
S. J. Holliday. 
Horton & Muster. 
J. D. F. Jennings. 
J. W. Johnson. 


& Kelley. 
Ww. A. Ledbetter. 
Russell G. Lowe. 
Maupin & Maupin. 
L. D. Mitchell. 
Curtis M. Oakes. 
Le Roy Paddock. 
Herbert M. Peck. 
J. H. Ready. 
Edward ‘— 
Geo. F. 
Rogers. 


Spielman. 
W. R. ‘taylor. 
Ed. S. Vaught. 
D. B. Welty. 

Lee F. Wilson. 
H. R. Winn. 

OKMULGEE. 

Mark L. Bozarth. 
B. T. Buchanan. 
J. A. Calloway. 
Thomas J. Farrar. 
P. L. Garrett. 

W. C. Newman. 
Chas. L. Phelps. 


Stanford & Buckner. 


Orlando Swain. 
A. W. Whitfield. 
PAULS VALLEY 
O. W. Jones. 
John M. Stanley. 
a 
E. Grinstead. 
Hi. Cc. Hargis. 
Preston A. Shinn. 
P. White. 
PERRY. 
Chas. R. Bostick. 
Henry S. Johnson. 
H. A. Smith. 
POTEAU. 
Malcolm E. 
R. P. White. 
PRYOR. 
B. Kirkpatrick. 
PRYOR CREEK. 
A. L. Battinfield. 
PURCELL. 
J. W. Hocker. 
RYAN. 
Cc. E. Davis. 
SAPULPA. 
R. B. Thompson. 
SHATTUCK. 
W. B. Thompson. 
SHAWNEE. 
Stanard & Wahl. 
STIGLER. 
Joseph W. Foster. 
STILWELL. 
A. E. Ivey. 
R. Y. Nance. 
H. Winsor. 
SULPHUR. 
Geo. M. Nicholson. 
TAHLEQUAH. 
Hon. J. T. Park. 
TECUMSEH. 
Frederick King. 
TULSA. 
Aby & Tucker. 
George T. Brown. 
Harry Campbell. 
— & Walker. 
. O. Cavitt. 
5. R. Clark. 
G. L. Harnage. 
Harris & Lynch. 
E. E. Harvey. 
Ben. T. Kesterson. 


Leed & Martindale. 


Carl C. Magee. 
Patrick M. Malloy. 


Randolph & Haver. 


Chas. T. Reuter. 
Cc. J. Wrightsman. 


Kleinschmidt. 


Reardon. 
Robertson. 


Rosser. 





VINITA. 
Addis A. Brown. 
Anselan Buchanan, 
E. J. Hobdy. 
W. H. Kornegay. 
Paul F. Mackey. 
O. D. Neville. 
Cc. B. Rogers. 
William T. Rye. 
W. M. Simms. 
D. H. Wilson. 
WAGONER. 
Leon B. Fant. 
J. W. Selp. 
J. L, Spousler, 
WEWOKA. 
J. O. Davis. 
J. Coody Johnson. 
WOODWARD. 
D. P. Marum. 
Sherman M. Smith. 
Charles Swindal). 


OREGON, 


BAKER CITY. 

Jos. J. Heilner. 

Cc. A. Johns. 
CANYON CITY. 

Cattanach & Wood. 

Leedv & Patterson. 
CONDON. 

Jav Bowerman, 
COQUILLE. 

Cc. R. Barrow. 

A. J. Sherwood. 
CORVALLIS. 

McFadden & Bry- 

son. 

J. F. Yates. 
DRAIN. 

Claude W. 
ELGIN. 

L. Denham. 
ENTERPRISE. 

J. A. Burleigh. 
EUGENE. 

A. C. Woodcock. 
GRANT'S PASS. 

W. C. Hale. 
LA GRANDE. 

Colon R. Eberhard. 
NORTH BEND. 

A. H. Derbyshire. 
OREGON CITY 

G. C. Brownell. 

Joseph E. Hedges. 

Cc. D. & D. C. La- 

tourette. 

PENDLETON. 

Will M. Peterson. 

Winter & Collier. 
PORTLAND. 

Beach & Simon. 

W. L. Boise. 

J. F. Boothe. 

W. C. Bristol. 


Devore. 


E. C. Bronaugh, Jr. 


W. W. Cotton. 

Wm. Folev. 

Thos. G. Greene. 

John A. Latourette, 

Geo. P. Lent. 

Johr McCourt. 

Newton McCoy. 

T. B. McDevitt, Jr. 

W. R. McGarry. 

Herbert Marx. 

Wm. T. Muir. 

ery oe Murphy. 

O. A. al, 

Seosttaseans Reed. 

Wm. Reid. 

H. H. Riddell. 

Geo. J. Schnabel. 

J. F. Shelton. 

I. N. Smith. 

G. W. Stapleton. 

J. O. Stearns. 

McCants Stewart. 

B. D. Townsend. 

P. B. Valle. 

Hon. Lionel R. Web 
ster. 





PORTLAND. 
R. W. Wilbur. 
F. H. Whitfield. 
ROSEBURG. < 
A. N. Orcutt. 


Webster Holmes. 
Wheeler & Hurley. 
PANAMA, 


CRISTOBAL. 

W. H. Carrington. 
CULEBRA. 

Don H. Beaman. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


CLEARFIELD. 
Hon. Singleton Bell. 
DANVILLE. 
James Scarlet. 
FRANKLIN 
J. H. Osmer 
NHW CASTLE 
J. Norman Martin. 
PHILADELPHIA, 
Wm. A. Gretzinger. 
Thomas B. Harned. 
John E. Kenny. 
Louis P. Kooken. 
Hugh Roberts. 
W. W. Smithers, 
Alex Teisen. 
PITTSBURG. 
J. McF. Carpenter. 
Geo. Shiras, Jr. 
Watterson & Reid. 
YORK. 
N. Sargent Ross. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS, 


LINGAYEN. 
Wade H. Kitchens. 
— 
W. A. Kincaid. 
Gibbs & Gale. 


Hon. Charles S. Lo- 


bingier. 
Chas. H. Smith. 


PORTO RICO. 


PONCE. 
Francisco Para 


apo. 
SAN JUAN. 


Joseph Anderson, Jr. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. ' 
Barney & Lee. 
Geo. T. Brown. 


James C. Collins, Jr. 


Cooney & Cahill. 
Joseph C. Cawley. 
Davis G. Arnold. 


William H. McSoley. 


John L. Maroney. 
Chas. H. Page. 
Fred: Raechuet: 
Nathan H. Truman. 
WOONSOCKET. 
John J. Heffernan. 


SOUTH 


AIKEN. 

Herbert E. Gyles. 
ANDERSON. 

B. F. Martin. 


CAROLINA. 





BENNETTSVILLE. 

McCall & McCall. 
BAMBURG. 

J. F. Carter. 

H. M. Graham. 
CHARLESTON. 

Mark L. Hanlon, 

Henry A. M. Smith, 
COLUMBIA. 

G. Duncan Bollinger. 

Clarkson & Clark- 

son. 

W. Boyd Evans. 

Graham & Sturkie. 

Lyles & Lyles. 

M. Herndon Moore, 

Frank P. McCain, 

Nelson & Nelson. 
DARLINGTON. 

Robert Macfarlan, 

J. Monroe Spears, 
EDGEFIELD. 

J. Wm. Thurmond, 
FLORENCE. 

D. Gordon Baker.. 

Charles E. Early. 

Willcox & Willcox. 
GREENVILLE. 

H. J. Haynsworth, 

J. J. MeSwain. 
LAURENS. 

Dial & Todd. 

T. C. Turner, Jr. 
SALUDA. 

Cc. J. Ramage. 
SUMTER. 

R. B. Belser. 

M. J. Frederick. 

Havnsworth & 

Haynsworth, 

UNION. 

J. Ashby Sawyer. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ABERDEEN. 

A. W. Campbell. 

Taubman, William- 

- son & Herreid. 
BELLE FOURCHE. 

A. H. Maxwell. 
CLARK. 

Oliver H. Ames, 
DALLAS. 

Geo. A. Jeffers. 
DEADWOOD. 

James A. George. 
DELL RAPIDS. 

G. R. Krause, 


A. K. Gardner. 

J. D. C. Thomas. 
JAVA. 

Carl F. Clement. 
LEAD. 

Chambers Kellar. 
MADISON. 

J. H. apron 
MILBA 

Thamea kh Bouck, 
PIERRE. 

Charles E. DeLand. 
RAPID CITY, 


Charles J. Buell. 
REDFIELD. 

Wm. Issenhuth. 

Cc. D. Sterling. 
SELBY. 


Ernest P. Truesdell., 


SIOUX FALLS. 
F. R. Aikens. 
Cc. O. Bailey. 
Cc. P. Bates. 
Martin Bergh. 
Jones & Matthew. 
SISSETON. 
Howard Babcock, 
VERMILLION. 
c. J. Gunderson, 
John L. Jolley. 
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WEBSTER. 
Sears & Potter. 


TENNESSEE. 


ASHLAND CITY. 
as. H. Fr: izier. 
ae Pa ay 
L. A. Ligon. 
CHATTANOOGA. 
M. H. Clift. 
S. M. Chambliss. 


Coleman & Frierson. 
Fleming & Shepherd. 


Geo. D. Lancaster. 
‘Joe V. Williams. 
COLUMBIA. 

J. H. Dinning. 
COOKEVILLE. 


D. L. Lansden. 
KNOXVILLE. 
J. A. Atchley. 


Lewis M. G. Baker. 
Chas. T. Cates, Jr. 
Thos. J. Cline. 
John W. Green. 
Lucky Fowler & 
Andrews. 
Norman B. Morrell. 
D. W. Perkins. 
Pickle, Turner & 
Kennerly. 
Jas. B. Wright. 
MEMPHIS. 
Geo. G. Alban. 


Banks & Harrelson. 
Bates & Monteverde. 


Biggs & Evans. 

H. R. Boyd. 

R. C. Brown. 
Brown & Anderson. 
A. S. Buchanan. 

T. L. Campbell. 

J. W. Canada. 

Paul Chambers. 


Walter C. Chandler. 


S. L. Cockroft. 
John W. Farley. 
Z. N. Estes. 
G. T. Fitzhugh. 
A. B. Galloway. 
Rowan A. Greer. 
Kelley & Hunt. 
A. 7 McDonald. 
R. E. Malden. 
R. E. Manogue. 
Cc. W. Metcalf. 
A. H. Murray. 
Percy & Hughes. 
Israel H. Peres. 
R. H. Prescott. 
T. K. Riddick. 
Thos. M. Scrugz2s. 
Floyd Turley. 
F. Zimmermann. 
MILAN. 
J. P. Rhodes. 
NASHVILLE. 
G. F. Anderson. 
Sloss D Baxter. 

. B. Harrison. 
R. B. C. Howell. 
R. L. Mayfield. 

J. P. Rhines. 
W. D. Covington. 
Lawrence & Son. 
Nolen & Slemons. 
J. L. Pendleton. 
Edward J. Smith. 
R. T. Smith. 
Claude Waller. 
UNION CITY. 


Lannon & Stanfield. 


W.-H. Swiggart. 
WINCHESTER. 
Geo. E, Banks. 
Crownover & Crab- 
tree. 


TEXAS, 
AMARILLO. 
C. 


B. Reeder. 
Thos. F. Turner. 





ANGLETON. 

F. S. Phillips. 
ANSON. 

Jas. P. Stinson. 
AUSTIN. 

D. W. Doom. 

S. R. Fisher. 

Lee Frisby. 

J. L. Peeler. 

. M. Rowland. 

BATESVILLLE. 
. Geo. °C. Herman. 
BEAUMONT. : 


George D. Anderson. 


Thos. N. Hill. 

Hon. W. H. Pope. 
BEEVILLE. 

Thos. M. Cox. 

J. C. Dougherty. 
BELTON. 


Arthur M. Monteith. 


BIG SANDY. 
I. D. Fowler. 
J. P. Hart. 
BROWNFIELD. 
W. R. Spencer. 
BU FFALO. 
Jno. A. Newsom. 
CANYON CITY 
Walter E. 
COOPER. 
J. L. Young. 
CORPUS CHRISTI. 
Oo. H. E. Kramer. 
CORSICANA 
L. B. Cobb. 
Woods & Kerr. 
DALHART. 
Tatum & Tatum. 
DALLAS. 
W. S. Barrett. 
A. L. Beaty. 
Burgess & Burgess. 
T. L. Camp. 
L. T. Carpenter. 
Cocke & Cocke. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
M. R. Ferguson. 
Finley, Knight & 
Harris. 
Victor H. Hexter. 
A. J. MeCauley. 
Wm. M. Jones. 
Harry T. Lawther. 
Hiram F. Lively. 
Lively, Nelms & 
Adams. 
D. H. Morrow. 
Meador & Davis. 
Muse & Allen. 
Jay M. Overstreet. 
J. C. Patton. 
H. W. Peck. 
Nelson Phillips. 
George A. Robert- 
son. 
U. F. Short. 
Wm. Thompson. 


Walker & Williams. 


Albert W. Webb. 

A. S. Wells. 

Whitehurst & 

Whitehurst. 

Wiley & Boskett. 

Louis Wilson. 
DECATUR. 

Ratliff & Ratliff. 
DENISON. 

A. G. Barnes. 

H. H. Cummins. 

J. H. Randell. 
DENTON. 

J. W. Sullivan. 
EL PASO. 

R. V. Bowden. 

Volney M. Brown. 

W. W. Bridgers. 

Thomas M. Jones. 

Moore & Moore. 

F. G. Morris. 

Joseph M. Nealon. 

. H. Synnott. 

Turney & Burgess. 


Cranford. 





FORT WORTH. 
Pete Arnold. 
Baskin, Dodge & 

Baskin. 
Cc. K. Bell. 

James Gilford 
Browning. 
Capps & Canty. 
H. M. Chapman. 
John H. Eaton. 
A. A. Henderson. 

W. D. House. 

Ray Hunter. 

H. C. MecCart. 

T. W. McCoulsky. 

Geo. Q. McGown. 

W. P. McLean. 

Meador, Davis & 
Dedmon. 

Mothershead & 
Rector. 

John L. Poulter. 

Marshall Spoonts. 

Tandy & Hosey. 

James N. Wilkerson. 

W. W. Wilkinson. 

Wynn & Turner. 

V. K. Wedgeworth. 

John W. Wray. 

GALVESTON. 
Harris & Harris. 
M. E. Kleberg. 
Mart H. Royston. 
James B. & Charles 

J. Stubbs. 
John T. Wheeler. 

HALLETTSVILLE. 
Charles Fertsch. 

HFMPHILL. 

W. F. Goodrich. 

HENRIETTA. 
Elbert S. Kruse. 

HEREFORD. 
Knight & Slaton. 
W. H. Russell. 

HOLLAND. 

J. lL. Mayhall. 

HOUSTON. 

Baker, Botts, Park- 
er & Garwood. 

J. B. Brockman. 

M. H. Broyles. 

E. T. Chew. 

H. J. Dannenbaum. 

Dillard & Moore. 

Ewing & Ring. 

Ford, Crawford & 
Ford. 

J. M. Gibson. 

Harris & Harris, 

Hogg, Gill & Jones. 

Wm. Lee Jackson. 

Anselm H. Jayne. 

O. C. Millard. 

EK. B. Mentz. 

LB. Moody. 

Porter Newman. 

Jno. W. Parker. 

S. R. Perryman. 

JACKSBORO. 

Thos. D. Sporer. 

KAUFMAN. 

Jed. C. Adams. 

LIVINGSTON. 

Hill & Hill. 

LONGVIEW. 

E. M. ——— 

LU wes N 
S. H. Dine 

MARSHALL. 

M. B. Parchman. 

MIDLAND. 

Graham B. Smedey. 

ORANGE 
E. L. Bruce. 

PALESTINE. 

P. W. Brown. 

PECOS. 

T. J. Hefner. 

McKenzie & Brady. 
PLAINVIEW. 

L. C. Penry. 





SAN ANGELO. 
Cc. E. Dubois. 

SAN ANTONIO. 
Robert L. Ball. 
R. A. Campbell. 
Charles Dittmar. 
Yale Hicks. 

R. P. Ingrum. 

A. F. W. Macmanus. 

Shook & Vanderhoe- 
ven. 

A. B. Storey. 

Mason Williams. 

SAN MARCOS. 

Will G. Barber. 

SAN SABA. 

Leigh Burleson. 

SHERMAN. 

Jos. L. Cobb. 

SOUTH HOUSTON. 
A. E. Dawes. 

STEPHENVILLE. 

B. E. Cook. 

SWEPTWATER. 
Harry R. Bondies. 

TEMPLE. 

W. S. Banks. 

TEXARKANA. 


Thomas N. Graham. 
W. Hillman. 


a. Love. 
VERNO 
F. P. sacGihee. 
WACO. 


D. A. Kelley. 
Joseph P. Nalley. 
Wm. L. Prather. 
W. M. Sleeper. 
John G. Winter. 
James E. Yeager. 
WHARTON. 
H. A. Cline. 


UTAH. 


LOGAN. 

J. C. Walters. 

MILFORD. 

Geo. B. Greenwood. 

MURRAY. 

David W. Moffatt. 

OGDEN. 

J. E. Bagley. 

V. Gideon. 

Charles R. Hollings- 
worth. 

J. D. Skeen. 

SALT LAKE CITY. 
Everard Bierer, Jr. 
Booth & Lee. 

W. H. Bramel. 

J. A. Condit. 

F. B. Critchlow. 

Cc. © Bey. 

Frank J. Gustin. 

H. R. Macmillan. 

Hon. Thos. 
eaux. 

C. W. Morse. 

Allen T. Sanford. 

Benner X. Smith. 

Thompson & Gibson. 

Waldemar Van Cott. 

Whittemore & Cher- 
rington. 

VERNAL. 

Thos. W. O'Donnell. 


Marion- 


VERMONT. 


BARRE. 

S. Hollister Jackson. 
BELLOWS FALwu.. 

Almon T. Bolles. 

Cc. H. Williams, 
BETHEL. 

Wallace Batchelder. 
CHELSEA. 

Hon. Gen. IL. Stow. 
HARDWICK. 

Hon. W. O. Taylor. 
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JOHNSON. 

W. E. Tracy. 
MONTPELIER. 
John H. Senter. 
MORRISVILLE. 


Hon. Geo. M. Powers. 


RUTLAND. 
John S. Buttles. 
Peter F. McManus. 
ST. JOHNSBURY. 
Harry Blodgett. 
VERGENNES. 
F. L. Fish. 


VIRGINIA, 


CHARLOTTESVILLE. 

Daniel Harman. 
CLINTWOOD. 

M. L. Senter. 
DANVILLE. 

A. M. Aiken. 

Peatross & Harris. 
DEARBORN. 

Aubrey E. Strode. 
EMPORIA. 

E. Cc. Palmer. 
FAIRFAX. 


John 8S. Barbour. 


GLOUCESTER POINT. 


Robt. S. Rives. 
HAMPTON. 

B. A. Lewis. 
LEBANON. 

Cyrus H. 
MANCHESTER 

Lawrence P. Pool. 
NEWPORT NEWS. 

Bassett & Walker. 

W. B. Colonna. 

E. S. Robinson. 

Stanley Scott. 

A. I. Toliver. 

M. D. Wright. 
NORFOLK. 

J. S. Barron. 

J. Eugene Diggs. 

Gilmer T. Elliot. 

J. M. Harrison. 


Raymond M. Hudson. 


Herbert Shepherd 
Joyner. 

John Kee. 

W. H. Moreland. 

Thos. J. Randolph. 

Thos. W. Shelton. 
PORTSMOUTH. 

G. W. Coleman, 
RICHMOND. 

George Ainslie. 


Harold S. Blomberg. 


Albert O. Boschen. 

George Bryan. 

J. Thomas Hewin. 

A. W. Patterson. 

Wm. L. Rovall. 

E. R. Williams. 

Jennings C. Wise. 
ROANOK F. 

A. E. Kine. 

Cc. A. McHugh. 

Penn & Cocke. 
SUFPOLK 








James H. Corbitt. 
WASHINGTON. 


ABERDEEN. 
». H. Fox. 
BELLINGHAM. 


Newman & Howard. 


CHEWELAH. 
EF. D. Germain. 
EVERETT. 
W. W. Black. 
H. D. Cooley. 


Coleman & Fogarty. 


John BR. Johnston. 
KFNNEWICK. 


Nemenrey & Cole. 
MABTON. 


G. HY Mogan. 


Smithdeal. 





MONTESANO. 
W. H. Abel. 
MT. VERNON. 
Augustus Brawley. 
NORTH YAKIMA. 
Ira P. Englehart. 
OLYMPIA. 

Thomas M. Vance. 
sia ag TOWNSEND. 
D. Gnagey. 

PU YALLU P. 
R. B. Lehman. 
G. O. Davis. 
REPUBLIC. 
Chas. P. Bennett. 
SEATTLE. 
Geo. F. Aust. 
Andrew R. Black. 
Edward Brady. 
Vivian M. Clarkeek. 
P. P. Carroll. 
H. B. Cayton. 
John T. Condon. 
Cnas. J. Dobbs. 
John W. Dolby. 
H. T. Granger. 
James A. Haight. 
K. H. A. Hastings. 
Carroll Hendron. 
A. E. Hodgson. 
James B. Howe. 
Jenner & Williams. 
John S. Jury. 
J. Edwin Keyes. 
W. D. Lambuth. 
Fred. H. Lysons. 
Thos. B. MacMahon. 


McClure & McClure. 


Heber McHugh. 

J. E. Martinson. 
W. F. Meier. 

E. C. Million. 
Charles F. Munday. 


a Peterson. 
Z. B. Rawson. 
Ralph Simon. 

SNOHOMISH. 

_M. J. McGuinness. 

SOUTH BEND 
E. H. Wright. 

SPOKANE. 

J. F. Blake. 

John M. Bunn. 

F. W. Dewart. 

Hoyt & Dirks. 

J. B. Lindsley. 
McWilliams & Mce- 


Williams. 
Harry A. nae. 
Cc. Shin 


Turner & , 
Cc. S. Voorhees. 


. TACOMA. 


Jas. M. Ashton, 
Chas, Bedford. 
F. S. Blattrer. 
Robert M. Davis, 
Fllis & Fletcher. 
Chas. E. George. 
Hudson & Holt. 
M. A. Langhorne. 
Walter Loveday. 
8S. F. McAnally. 
M. Mulligan. 
J. W. A. Nichols. 
H. F. Norris. 
Wm. H. Pratt. 
T. I. Stiles. 
TEKOA 
E. A. “Williams. 
VANCOUVER. 
Edgar M. Swan. 
WALLA WALLA. 
Oscar Cain. 
W. H. Dunphv. 
Timothy A. Paul. 
John H. Pedigo. 
Allen H. Revnolds. 
F. B Sharnstein. 
John F. Watson. 
WFENATCHER. 
Reeves & Reeves. 





WEST VIRGINIA. 


BORDERLAND. 
John J. Hamrick. 
BUCKHANNON. 
J. M. N. Downes. 
Wm. S. O’Brien. 
CHARLESTON. 
Chilton, McCorkle 
& Chilton. 
Hon. Wm. M. QO.» 
Jawson., : 
Mollohan, McClintic 
& Matthews. 
J. H. Nash. 
T. G. Nutter. 
Smith, 
man & Clay. 
Hon. Ira E. Robin- 


Spil- 


Joseph Ruffner. 
Simms, Enslow & 
Alderson. 
M. F. Stiles. 
ELKINS. 
W. B. Maxwell. 


FALLING SPRINGS S. 

T. W. Ayres. 

GLEN JEAN. 

Robert Essex. 
HUNTINGTON. 

R. L. Blackwood. 

W. K. Cowden. 

Marcum, Marcum & 

Shepherd. 

Simms & Enslow. 

Cc. o. Welch. 

Wyatt & Graham. 
KEYSER. 

W. H. Griffith. 

J. K. Staggers. 
LEWISBURG. 

John W. Arbuckle. 
MARLINTON. 

H. S. Rucker. 
MORGANTOWN. 

Hon. Chas. E. Hogg 

James R. thewpara.” 
PARKERSBURG. 

Wm. Beard. 

Hon. J. G. McClure. 

F. H. McGregor. 

W. N. Miller. 

*-P. H. Moroney. 

W. H. Terry. 

bs Winkle & Amb- 


er. 
PINEVILLE 
James H. Gilmore. 
J. M. Glenn. 
Thos. H. Scott. 
POINT PLEASANT. 
Hon. Wm. A. Par- 
sons. 
Somerville & 
erville. 
J. S. Spencer. 
Rankin Wiley. 
PRINCETON. 
John Randolph 
Henry. 
SHINNSTON. 
Hugh M. Martin. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
W. F. Singhass. 


Som- 


WHEELING. 


R. M. Addleman. 
Ge. R. C. Allen. 
oe. R. E. Gilchrist. 


A. J. Porter. 
WISE. 
Wm. F. Staggers. 


WISCONSIN. - 


ASHLAND. 
Allan T. Pray. 
APPLETON. 
John Goodland. 





BERLIN. 

Perry Niskern. 
EAU CLAIRE, 

W. H. Frawley. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 

Goggins & Brazeau. 
HUDSON. 

Baker & Haven, 
JANESVILLE. 

John Cunningham. 

. W. Reeder. 

Edward H. Ryan. 
KENOSHA. 

Calvin Stewart. 
LA CROSSE. 

Benj. F. Bryan. 

Geo. W. Bunge. 

Geo. H. Gordon. 

Fred. H. Hartwell. 

J. E. Higbee. 

James Thompson. 
MADISON. 

Hon, J. C. Kerwin. 

W. A. a are: ‘ 

J. M. Oli 

?. -& Richmond. 
MANITOWOC. 

Emil Baensch. 
MERRILL. 

R. B. Runke. 
MILWAUKEE. 

Alfred L. Cary. 

Jos. E. a 

Joseph B. D 

Froede & Bodenstab. 

Nathan Glicksman. 

G. R. Hoffman. 

R. B. Mallory. 

Chas. D. Mann. 

Glenway Maxon. 

Miller, Noyes & 

Miller. 


N. B. Neelen. 

Nath Pereles & Sons. 

J. E. Roehr. 

W. B. Rubin. 

Charles M. Scanlan. 

Van Dyke & Van 

Dyke & Carter. 

Gen. F. C. Winkler. 

Moritz Wittig, Jr. 
NEILLSVILLE. 

R. F. Kountz. 
OSHKOSH. 

Bouck & Hilton. 

Eaton & Eaton. 

Hicks & Phillips. 

John W. Hume. 
PORTAGE. 

Daniel H. Grady. 
William O. Kelm. 
PRAIRIE DU CHIEN. 
Hon. W. R. Graves. 

RACINE. 
Wallace “Ingalis. 
Palmer & Gittings. 
Thompson & Harvey. 
REEDSBURG. 


James Robbins. 
SHEBOYGAN. 

eg T. Krez. 

. © Prescott. 

su ‘PERIOR. 

Geo. C. Cooper. 

Solon. L. Perrin. 
VIROQUA. 

Cc. W. Graves. 
WATERTOWN. 

Gustav Buchheit. 

John G. Conway. 
WAUKESHA. 

Hon. M. 8. Griswold. 

E. Merton. 

V. H. Tichenor. 
WFST SUPERIOR. 

Crownheart & Foley. 

W. M. Steele. 
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” WYOMING. 


CASPER. - 

Jno. B. Barnes, Jr. 

J. F. Gaskill. 
CHEYENNE. 

Gibson Clark. 

W. Cc. Kinkead. 
BVANSTON. 

Austin C. Sloan. 


FOREIGN 


ARGENTINE 
REPUBLIC. 


BUENOS AYRES. 
Samuel Donavan. 
Dr. M. P. Daract. 

AUSTRALIA, 


SIDNEY. 
McLachlan & Murray. 


AUSTRIA-HUNGARY. 


BUDAPEST. 
Dr. Imre de Pekar. 





TORONTO. 
Henry O’Brien, K. C. 


James Bicknell. 
CAPE OF 
GOOD HOPE. 


CAPE TOWN. 
C. H. Brand. 


CEYLON. 


COLOMBO. 
Julius & Creasy. 


KANDY. 
R. W. Jonklaas. 
CHINA. 


HONG KONG. 
Ewens & Hartston. 


SHANGHATI. 





CANADA. 
Anderson & Brooks. | 


ENGLAND. 
LONDON. 
Stibbard; Gibson 
Co. 
FRANCE. 


PARIS. 
Coudert Brothers. 


GERMANY. 


BERLIN. 
James H. Vickery. 


INDIA. 
BOMBAY. 


Smetham, Byrne & | 


woble. 
LAHORE. 
S. D. Chandhri. 
MADRAS. 
J. K. Rau. 


IRELAND. 


DUBLIN. 
John L. Seallan & Co. 


ITALY. 


ROME. 
Samuel R. 


Honey. @ 
JAMAICA, 


KINGSTON. 
V. E. Manton, 


JAPAN. 





KOBE. i 
J. Hirata. 


YOKOHAMA 
J. E. de Becker. 


j 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


HONOLULU. 


Thompson, 
& Wilder. 


Clemong 














